IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
In re application of: Atty. Dkt. No. MAC 490-9 

DAVID C. DRUMMOND 
Application No. : 10/617.267 
Filed: July 11, 2003 

For: POSITIVE PRESSURE LIQUID TRANSFER AND REMOVAL SYSTEM 
CONFIGURED FOR OPERATION BY A HAND AND BY A FOOT 

RENEWED PETITION TO REVIVE APPLICATION UNDER 37 C.F.R, S 1 .137(6) 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

Responsive to the Decision on Petition, which was mailed on March 4, 
2008 dismissing the Petition to Revive the above identified application, Applicant, 
David C. Drummond, respectfully requests reconsideration of this renewed 
petition in view of the evidence submitted herewith. 

Applicant requests that the time period for filing the renewed petition be 
extended one month to June 4, 2008. The extension is necessary to allow 
sufficient time for the undersigned attorney to review and organize the substantial 
amount of evidence provided by the Applicant in support of his assertion of 
unintentional abandonment. The $60.00 small entity extension fee is hereby 
authorized to be charged to Deposit Account No. 10-1213. . 

The evidence in support of this renewed petition is submitted herewith in 
the attached Evidence Appendix (EA). Also submitted herewith is the declaration 
of the Applicant, David C. Drummond. As the evidence presented herewith 
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clearly establishes, at no time from the time the subject application went 
abandoned on December 9, 2003 for failure to respond to a Notice to File 
Missing parts until now, has Applicant ever intended that the subject application 
go abandoned. Further, at no time since Applicant discovered on June 27, 2007 
that the application was abandoned, has Applicant intended to let the application 
stay abandoned. 

In spite of the long period of time that has elapsed since the application 
went abandoned (over 4 years), the undersigned attorney respectfully submits 
that the extenuating circumstances of this particular case clearly justify granting 
the petition, since the requisite for granting the petition (unintentional 
abandonment for the entire abandonment period) is clearly established by the 
evidence. More particularly, the evidence shows that the application was filed as 
a pro se inventor case as no Power of Attorney to any agent or attorney was 
executed by Applicant. However, the subject application was in fact filed by a 
purported professional engineer in Canada named Brad Little would used his 
own address as the correspondence address to which all correspondence was 
sent (until the new Power of Attorney was filed by the undersigned attorney with 
the Petition to Revive on January 16, 2008). 

The evidence also shows that Applicant executed a transmittal letter and 
an inventor declaration, which were faxed to Mr. Little on July 4, 2003 for fling 
with the application. The transmittal letter indicates payment of the $510.00 filing 
fee was attached, which implied no further action would be necessary of the part 
of Applicant until the Patent Office issued a first Office Acfion (EA, pg. 16). As it 
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now appears, the filing fee was not attached when Mr. Little filed the documents, 
which resulted in the mailing of the Notice to File Missing Parts on October 8, 
2003. At the same time that the US application was filed, Mr. Little also filed a 
corresponding application in Canada, which has since issued as CA 2,433,952 
on January 8, 2008 (EA, pp. 109-110). In the case of the Canadian application, 
the correspondence address used was in fact Applicant's address. Thus, 
Applicant was made aware of the progress of that application directly by the 
Canadian Patent office. 

Two other applications were also filed in the US in 2003, but Brad Little 
never sent any correspondence received from the Patent Office to Applicant after 
the 3 filings. Initially, Applicant was not concerned since the corresponding 
Canadian application appeared to be in order. In spite of numerous email 
messages to Brad Little from 2004 -2007, Applicant was never informed as to the 
status of the subject US application. Mr. Little did inform an acquaintance of 
Applicant on November 10, 2004, that two years was a normal turnaround time 
for the patent office to get to an application and that it had not been two years 
yet. Mr. Little further stated that it was it was normal for the patent office to take 3 
or more years to act on a high tech invention, which as an aside, the undersigned 
attorney will attest is correct (EA, pg. 44). Note, this message was sent after the 
Patent Office mailed the Notice of Abandonment to Brad Little's address on 
October 20, 2004. 

Even after the application was abandoned, Mr. Liftle assisted Applicant in 
obtaining costly formal drawings for the subject application, which were filed by 
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Mr. Little on Applicant's behalf on August 1 1 , 2005. Applicant signed the 
transmittal letter dated July 27, 2005, which Brad Little later filed with the 
drawings (EA, pg. 49). Copies of the filed transmittal letter and drawings are in 
fact in the file wrapper for the subject application. Applicant paid the patent 
draftsman directly for these drawings. These facts are clear evidence that 
Applicant had no idea that the application stood abandoned in July 2005 when 
the drawings were filed. 

Applicant became so frustrated at the lack of communication from Mr. 
Little that he flew, without advance notice, from Nova Scotia to Toronto to meet 
with Mr. Little in person in January 2006. Later in May 2006, Applicant sent a 
hand written status inquiry note to the Patent Office, which is also in the 
application file wrapper and clearly demonstrates that Applicant was still not 
aware of the abandoned status of the application at that fime, almost 3 years 
after the abandonment (EA, pg. 64). The USPTO did not answer Applicant's 
inquiry, no doubt because Applicant's address did not match the correspondence 
address for the application. 

By the end of 2006, Applicant had become unhappy with the lack of 
assistance by Mr. Little in the corresponding Canadian application, which was 
undergoing prosecution at the time. Applicant decided to engage the assistance 
of a Canadian Patent Agent, H. Wayne Rock of MacRae & Co., to help prosecute 
the Canadian application. At the same time, Applicant hired Mr. Rock to 
determine the status of the 3 US applications filed by Brad Little. 
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Jones, Tullar & Cooper P.C. (JTC). the firm for which the undersigned 
attorney works, has had a long standing relationship with MacRae and Co. The 
undersigned attorney was first contacted by Wayne Rock via email in February 
2007 and asked if JTC could locate any information about the subject applicafion 
and the two other related US patent applications that were filed by Applicant 
David Drummond. Initially, no informafion on the flied applications could be 
obtained since as is now known, the applications were not published. After 
delays resulting from a heavy workload, missed email messages, misprinted 
application numbers, etc., JTC drafted and forwarded Powers to Inspect for 
execution by Applicant on June 14, 2007 so that copies of the files could be 
obtained by associates of JTC. The files were copied and sent to Mr. Rock, who 
was informed by a JTC employee of the abandoned status of the subject 
application on June 26, 2007 (EA, pp. 83-4). 

Mr. Rock informed Applicant of the abandonment of the subject 
application by an email message dated June 27, 2007. At the same time, 
Applicant confronted Mr. Little about the situation. Mr. Little evaded the issue by 
saying he would get back to Applicant later in the day, but never did get back to 
Applicant on the matter (EA, pp. 85-6). 

Mr. Rock indicated in a detailed follow-up message dated July 6, 2007, 
that the subject applicafion could possibly be revived by filing a pefition, although 
the costs would be extensive (EA, pp. 87-8). Applicant nevertheless chose to 
pursue the filing of the petition in spite of the costs and proceeded to search for 



5 



and collect evidence that would support his assertion that he never intended to 
allow the subject application to go abandoned or stay abandoned. 

After some workload and document preparation related delays. Mr. Rock 
generated a rough draft of a proposed affidavit to be executed by Applicant and 
filed with a petition to revive. This and other documents were emailed to 
Applicant on October 1, 2007 (EA, pp. 91-2). Later, Mr. Rock emailed revised 
versions of the documents to the undersigned attorney, William A. Blake, on 
November 22, 2007 (EA, pg. 93). Mr. Rock requested that Mr. Blake assist in 
preparing and filing the petition to revive the application. 

After reviewing the draft Affidavit, the USPTO website on petition info and 
MPEP 71 1 .03(c), the undersigned attorney recommended that the Petition to 
Revive be filed without the affidavit or other evidence since most such petitions 
are granted by virtue of the statement therein that the entire delay was 
unintentional. Although the undersigned attorney suspected that the Patent 
Office would require further evidence in this case due to the length of the 
abandonment, filing of the petition without the evidence would at least give 
Applicant additional time to uncover any additional evidence and allow the 
undersigned attorney to review and organize the large quantity of evidence. 
After holiday and workload related delays, the undersigned attorney drafted the 
required petition papers, had them executed by Applicant and filed the same on 
January 16, 2008 (EA, pp. 94-5). 

Meanwhile, Applicant hired attorneys in Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada to 
investigate a possible cause of action against Mr. Little. A letter was sent by 
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Nicole Godbout, a Halifax attorney, on February 27, 2008, but was returned 
marked unclaimed (presumably by Mr. Little). The letter clearly reiterated 
Applicants assertion that Brad Little never informed Applicant of the abandoned 
status of the subject or other applications (EA, pp. 101-108). 

The undersigned attorney informed Applicant of the initial dismissal of the 
petition by email on March 13, 2008 (EA, pp. 96-7). Since that time, Applicant 
has emailed literally dozens of messages to the undersigned attorney forwarding 
possible evidence to be used herein. One such message dated April 8, 2008 was 
an email message Applicant received from a member of the Professional 
Engineers Ontario indicating that Brad Little had not been a professional 
engineer since 1999 for failure to pay license fees (EA, pp. 98-9). This fact could 
possibly explain why Brad Little, whose letterhead held himself out as a 
professional engineer, did not confirm filing of the various US applications in 
writing. 

After expending much time and effort in reviewing and organizing the 
evidence, which has necessitated the one month extension of time for filing the 
renewed petition, the undersigned attorney believes that the evidence submitted 
herewith in the attached Evidence Appendix along with the attached declaration 
by Applicant, clearly establishes the requisite lack of intent to abandon to justify 
and warrant revival of the subject application. 
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Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that this renewed petition be 
granted and that the subject application be revived and docketed for prosecution 
on the merits. 

Respectfully submitted, 

By /wab/ 

William A. Blake 
Reg. No. 30,548 

JONES, TULLAR & COOPER, P.C. 
P.O. Box 2266, Eads Station 
Arlington, VA 22202 
(703)415-1500 
June 3, 2008 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re application of: Atty. Dkt. No. MAC 490-9 

DAVID C. 
DRUMMOND 

Application No. : 10/617.267 
Filed: July 11, 2003 

For: POSITIVE PRESSURE LIQUID TRANSFER AND REMOVAL SYSTEM 
CONFIGURED FOR OPERATION BY A HAND AND BY A FOOT 

DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF RENEWED PETITION TO REVIVE 
APPLICATION UNDER 37 C.F.R. S 1.137rb) 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

The undersigned Declarant, David C. Drummond, of Truro, in the County 
of Colchester, Province of Nova Scotia, Canada, hereby declares the following to 
be true. 

1 . 1 have personal knowledge of the matters herein deposed to, except 
where stated to be by way of information and belief. 

2. 1 am the sole inventor/applicant in US Application 10/617, 267, filed 
July 11, 2003 (hereinafter, "the '267 application"). 

3. The '267 application covers a pressurized fluid transfer system for 
transferring a fluid such as gasoline from a storage container to another 
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container, such as a portable gas tank or a vehicle, which I conceived in mid- 
July 2002. 

4. Following my conception of the invention, I worked with a local 
businessman, Barry E. Bartlett, with whom I have had previous business 
experience, to develop a more polished version of the invention, suitable for 
manufacture and commercialization. Based on the recommendation of an 
associate of Mr. Bartlett, I became involved with an individual, J. Bradley Little, 
B.A.SC., P. Eng., of Oakville, Ontario, Canada, who assisted with the preparation 
of a patent specification describing the subject invention. 

5. The *267 application was filed on my behalf by Mr. Little, who used his , 
own address (#33 - 2280 Munn's Avenue, Oakville, Ontario, Canada L6H 3L1) as 
the correspondence address to which all Patent Office correspondence would be 
sent. However, I did not execute a Power of Attorney in favor or Mr. Little 
because I understood that Mr. Little was neither an agent nor attorney registered 
to practice before the USPTO. As such, I understand the application was 
effectively filed "pro se" by me as the sole inventor. 

6. As the evidence filed herewith clearly establishes, at no time between 
the actual abandonment of the *267 application on December 9, 2003 and the 
execution date of this Declaration have I ever intended that the *267 application 
become abandoned or stay abandoned once I discovered that it had become 
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abandoned for failure to respond to the Notice to File Missing Parts, which I 
understand by information and belief was mailed by the Patent Office under my 
name to Brad Little's address on October 8, 2003. 

7. On June 27, 2007. 1 received an email message from my then 
Canadian patent agent, H. Wayne Rock, of MacRae & Co., patent and trademark 
agents of Ottawa, Ontario, Canada, who I had hired in January 2007 to take over 
prosecution of my corresponding Canadian patent application. I also hired Mr. 
Rock to investigate the status of the *267 application, as well as two other US 
patent applications filed on my behalf by Brad Little. Mr. Rock informed me that 
the '267 application had become abandoned for failure to respond to the 
previously mentioned Notice to File Missing Parts. Prior to June 27, 2007, 1 was 
under the impression, that the '267 application was still pending based on 
numerous messages received from and representations made by Brad Little. I 
had no knowledge that the aforementioned Notice to File Missing Parts had ever 
been issued or that the '267 application had become abandoned for failing to 
respond thereto. My understanding was that all of the necessary filing fees were 
submitted with the application as indicated in the transmittal letter I executed on 
July 2, 2003 and fon/varded to Brad Little. 

8. When Mr. Rock informed me of the abandoned status of the '267 
application, but that the application could possibly be revived through the filing of 
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a petition with the USPTO, I informed Mr. Rock, that I wanted his assistance in 
preparing and filing the necessary petition. 

9. As a result of my request, Mr. Rock suggested I also enlist the help of 
a registered US Patent Attorney, William A. Blake, who ultimately filed the 
executed petition on my behalf on January 16, 2008. 

10. At no time during the entire delay between June 27, 2007, when I 
learned that the '267 application was abandoned and January 16, 2008, did I 
ever intend that the '267 application should remain lapsed. The delay in filing the 
petition was a result of the need to gather evidence on my part, and workload 
related delays indicated to me by Mr. Rock and Mr. Blake. 

11.1 learned in an email message dated March 13, 2008 from Mr. Blake 
that the USPTO had denied the petition based on a lack of convincing evidence 
supporting my assertion that the entire delay in filing a response to the Notice to 
File Missing Parts was unintentional. At Mr. Blake's request, I gathered additional 
evidence in support of my assertion and sent the same to Mr. Blake through 
numerous email messages dated between March 13, 2008 and May 21, 2008. 
Although Mr. Blake indicated that the renewed petition would be costly and there 
was a substantial chance I may not prevail due to the long abandonment time 
period involved, I have authorized him to assist me with the preparation of the 
requisite renewed petition to revive. 
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12. With specific reference to the Evidence Appendix (EA), which is 
being submitted herewith, the documents on pages 1-8 establish that I hired Brad 
Little in November 2002 to prepare and file Canadian and US patent applications 
on my invention. I fonA/arded a $4500 check to Mr. Little as a retainer to be 
applied toward the upcoming filing expenses. At the time of becoming involved 
with Mr. Little I was aware that he was not a registered Canadian or United 
States patent agent; however, I was led to believe that he was well-versed and 
knowledgeable of patent practice. 

13. By information and belief, Mr. Little prepared a document which he 
sent to the United States Patent &Trademark Office, in my name, as a 
provisional patent application for my invention; the application identified me as 
the inventor and applicant and identified my home address in Nova Scotia, 
Canada, as the correspondence address. Copies of the unexecuted transmittal 
letter and cover sheet for the provisional application that Mr. Little prepared and 
fonrt^arded to me for my execution are on pages 9 and 10 of the EA. The 
provisional patent application, entitled "Pressure Operable Liquid Pumping 
System", was filed on November 18, 2002 and assigned US Application No. 
60/426,879. 

14. Thereafter, Mr. Little prepared a more comprehensive specification 
describing and claiming the present invention, which specification was to be filed 
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in both the Canadian and United States patent offices. I executed a transmittal 
letter dated December 3, 2002, for the US application (EA, pg. 11), which I 
understand was later filed on March 14, 2003, and assigned US Application No. 
10/388,365. 

15. On April 29, 2003, Brad sent me an email (EA, pg. 12), indicating that 
a CIP application could be filed both in Canada and the US to emphasize the 
one-handed operation of my pump that involved use of a person's foot. 

16. On July 2, 2003, 1 executed and faxed documents to Brad for 
submission with my CIP applications to the Canadian and US Patent Offices (EA, 
pp. 13-18). The Petition submitted to the Canadian Patent Office identified me as 
the inventor, identified my residence address in Truro, Nova Scotia, Canada, and 
identified Mr. Little's address in Oakville, Ontario as my address for service, 
without mentioning Mr. Little (EA, pg. 14). 

17. The Canadian patent application received a filing date of July 11, 
2003 and was allocated serial number 2,433,952 (EA, pp. 109-10). 

18. The United States patent application was mailed to the USPTO under 
cover of a letter dated July 2, 2003 and signed by myself, as evidenced by the 
copy of this letter from the file wrapper of the '267 application (EA, pg. 16). The 
cover letter for the United States patent application identified me as the 
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inventor/applicant, provided Mr. Little's address in Oakville, Ontario, Canada as 
the return address, and itemized the material purportedly accompanying the 
cover letter, including inter alia, "(7) Check in the amount of $510.00 to cover the 
filing fee." 

19. Both the Canadian and United States patent applications claimed 
convention priority on the US Provisional Patent Application No. 60/426879 of 
November 18, 2002 as well as on the parent utility applications, Canadian Patent 
Application No. 2,420,624, filed January 24, 2003 and US Application No. 
10/388,365, filed March 14. 2003. 

20. I did not receive any formal written confirmation of the application 
filings from Mr. Little, but I did employ Mr. Little to file another US Provisional 
application on another invention in October 2003. Mr. Little's email message and 
retainer letter regarding this filing are located in the EA at pages 19 and 20, 
respectively. 

21 . At some point in 2004, I asked Brad to have formal drawings 
prepared for the filed applications. Brad enlisted the assistance of a draftsperson, 
Yvon Crispin, to make the drawings. The drawings were sent to me for review on 
September 21, 2004 (EA, pp. 21-43). 
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22. Subsequent to the filing of the '267 application, I attempted on 
numerous occasions to obtain status information for the patent application from 
Mr. Little, by way of e-mail requests and telephone enquiries. Mr. Little's replies 
were considerably evasive with indications that he was extremely busy, was ill, 
had important looming deadlines to meet, and/or that he would look into my 
situation as soon as possible. 

23. On November 10, 2004, my business associate, Barry Bartlett, 
emailed Mr. Little to inquire as to the status of my US application on my behalf. I 
had been in the hospital for a week for heart bypass surgery and asked Mr. 
Bartlett to contact Mr. Little since I would be away from the office recovering from 
the surgery for a number of weeks. Mr. Little noted that 2 years was a normal 
turnaround time for applications and it had not been quite 2 years yet. Mr. Little 
further noted that high-tech applications had a turnaround time of 3 years or 
more for the patent office to get to the application (EA, pg. 44). 

24. On December 22, 2004, 1 received an email message from Mr. Little 
indicating that the draftsperson was willing to accept present payment of $1200 
for the formal drawings and would be making revisions thereto before filing (EA, 
pg. 45). 
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25. Regardless of Mr. Little's reassurance in his message of November 
10, 2004, 1 became increasingly frustrated with Mr. Little's delays in 2005 in 
getting my formal drawings filed for the subject application (EA, pp. 46-8). 

26. Meanwhile, I submitted, through Mr. Little, a Request for Examination, 
in my Canadian patent application on July 12, 2005 (EA, pg. 110). 

27. Finally, by letter dated July 27, 2005 (mailed August 3. 2005) and 
signed by me, Brad Little submitted the formal drawings to the USPTO, my letter 
again showing Mr. Little's address as my return address. This letter is in the file 
wrapper for the '267 application (EA, pg. 49). 

28. A first Office Acfion calling for restriction to a single invention was 
issued by the Canadian examiner on September 1, 2005 and mailed directly to 
me at my address in Nova Scotia. 

29. Beginning with a fax message of December 6, 2005, 1 repeatedly 
attempted to contact Mr. Little requesting his assistance with preparation of a 
response to the Canadian Patent Office (EA, pp. 50-59). These messages noted 
my frustration in not hearing back from Mr. Little. Finally, with the assistance of 
Mr. Little I submitted a response to the Canadian Office Action on January 18, 
2006. 
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30. On January 25, 2006 I flew to Toronto, Ontario from Halifax, Nova 
Scotia and traveled to Oakville, Ontario with the intention of meeting with Mr. 
Little; we eventually met and my impression was that Mr. Little was very nervous 
in discussing my US patent applications and the absence of information from him 
with respect thereto. By the end of our meeting he had agreed to look into my 
applications. 

31 . In the first half of 2006, the patent draftsperson, Yvon Crispin, and Mr. 
Little worked on making corrections to the drawings (EA, pp. 60-1). Mr. Crispin 
made specific mention of my US application in his emails of April 20, 2006 and 
June 6, 2006 (EA, pp. 62-3). 

32. Having still heard nothing further from Mr. Little, I filed a hand written 
letter dated May 29, 2006 with the USPTO enquiring into the status of my patent 
application. This letter apparently was not received by the patent office until July 
7, 2006 as indicated by the PTO date stamp on the copy thereof in the file 
wrapper for the *267 application. This letter was accompanied by my previous 
letter of July 27, 2005 (EA, pp. 64-5). 

33. I did not receive any reply to my status enquiry, which I understand 
from Mr. Blake to not be surprising since the correspondence address for the 
application was still Brad Little's address at that time. 
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34. Meanwhile, I engaged in dialogue directly with the Canadian 
examiner, Chris Fitz-Hardy, in an attempt to resolve issues with the invention and 
the corresponding application in Canada. I received a second Office Action dated 
August 8, 2006 from Mr. Fitz-Hardy, which action raised issues respecting 
patentability, which Issues I could not fully comprehend due to my lack of 
knowledge of the intricacies of patent prosecution. 

35. 1 contacted Mr. Little on several occasions via e-mail seeking his 
advice and suggestions for responding to the Canadian Office Action; his replies 
were less than satisfactory, offering paltry suggestions and often putting me off 
by saying he was ill or very busy (EA, pp. 66-70, 73). Surprisingly, in Mr. Little's 
email of Feb. 1, 2007 (EA, pg. 73). Mr. Little actually asked me if I had received 
anything from the US Patent Office recently (note- the correspondence address 
for the application was still that of Mr. Little at the time). 

36. Having received less than satisfactory assistance from Mr. Little, I 
then contacted H. Wayne Rock, of MacRae & Co. for assistance with my 
Canadian patent application; I had previously engaged MacRae & Co. to assist 
with several inventions that I had created and assigned to my company, Fundy 
Grinding, of Truro, Nova Scotia, Canada. I executed an Appointment of a New 
Agent form on January 23, 2007 to appoint MacRae as my agents to prosecute 
the Canadian application corresponding the '267 application (EA, pg. 71). 
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37. In order to answer a question from the Canadian examiner respecting 
prior art made of record in my corresponding United States patent application, 
IVIr. Rocl< enquired of me as to the status of that application and in reply I 
provided as much information as I could, including an indication that I had tried 
unsuccessfully to ascertain the status myself of that application (EA, pg. 72). 

38. At my request, Mr. Rock started an investigation into the status of the 
United States application as well as into the status of other related United States 
patent applications that I had filed with the assistance of Mr. Little (EA, pp. 74-7). 
At one point, Mr. Rock suggested I contact Mr. Little about the status of the US 
patent applications (EA, pg. 77). This I did in my email message of June 1, 2007, 
to which Mr. Little asked if I could send him anything I had received from the US 
Patent Office (EA, pg. 78) 

39. In order to facilitate the investigation, given that Mr. Rock had not 
been able to find any information on the public record, in June 2007, 1 signed 
forms authorizing Mr. Blake's firm of United States patent attorneys, Jones Tullar 
& Cooper PC of Arlington VA, to inspect the files pertaining to the United States 
patent applications. 

40. On June 12, 2007, I sent another message asking Mr. Little to help 
find the status of the subject US patent application. Mr. Little replied on June 15, 
2007. by sending me the filing receipt, which he alleged was the only thing he 
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had on the application. Note this document was mailed to Mr. Little's address on 
the same day as the Notice to File Missing Parts (EA, pp. 79-82). 

41. Mr. Rock eventually received from the Jones Tullar & Cooper PC firm 
a copy of each of my patent applications as filed at the USPTO; he forwarded the 
file copies to my after having noted in his email message of June 27, 2007, that 
three of the applications, including the '267 application, stood abandoned (EA. 
pp. 83-84). 

42. The three applications in question each became abandoned through 
failure to include the filing fee, and the associated service charges, 
notwithstanding the indication on my cover letter submitting the application 
material to the USPTO that a check to cover the filing fee was included. The copy 
of my cover letter in the file wrapper for the '267 application has a note stamped 
thereon relating to the missing check, the note reading "The PTO did not receive 
the following listed item(s) a check of $510.00" (EA, pg. 16). 

43. I confronted Mr. Little about the situation in an email message dated 
June 27, 2007. Mr. Little's reply was typical- he would get back to me later that 
day, but never did (EA, pp. 85-6). 
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44. it is my belief that the Notice to File Missing Parts was mailed to Mr. 
Little and that Mr. Little failed to fon^^ard the check to the USPTO. In any event. 
Mr. Little never advised me that he had received the notice. 

45. 1 draw the same conclusion with respect to the other patent 
applications in which the same situation occurred. 

46. 1 continued to pursue the Canadian patent application through 
MacRae & Co. and believe that it is important to obtain both Canadian and 
United States patent protection for my invention. 

47. My Canadian patent application was finally allowed and issued as 
Canadian Patent No. 2,433,952 on January 8, 2008 (EA, pp. 109-110). 

48. Once I discovered that the *267 application was abandoned, but that it 
could possibly be revived, I enlisted Wayne Rock to pursue preparation of the 
necessary petition. After some delay due to my need to organize evidence and 
Mr. Rock's apparent work load issues, Mr. Rock prepared a draft petition and 
emailed the same to me on October 1, 2007 (EA, pp. 87-92). On November 22, 
2007, Mr. Rock emailed a revised submission to the same US patent attorney, 
Mr. Blake (EA, pg. 93). After some delay, I received from Mr. Blake, a revised 
petition to execute, which I did on January 16, 2008 (EA, pp. 94-5). 
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49. On March 13. 2008, Mr. Bake replied to a status inquiry I had emailed 
him and noted that my initial petition to revive had been denied. Mr. Blake noted 
that we could refile the petition with evidence of non-intentional abandonment but 
that the cost could exceed $5000. 1 immediately responded to Mr. Blake that I 
wanted to proceed with the necessary renewed petition and documentation 
therefore (EA, pp. 96-7). 

50. Between March 13 and May 21, 2008, 1 sent Mr. Blake dozens of 
email messages with as much evidence as I could uncover that related to the 
subject application. The Evidence Appendix contains a large portion but not all of 
this evidence. 

51. On April 8, 2008, 1 emailed Mr. Blake and Mr. O'Brien of MacRae & 
Co. (Wayne Rock had retired at the end of 2007), a message I had received from 
Bruce Matthews, a member of the Professional Engineers Ontario stating that 
Brad Little was no longer a professional engineer because of failure to pay 
license fees in 1999 (EA, pp. 98-9). 

52. On April 15, 2008, 1 emailed Mr. Blake a message which I termed the 
"smoking gun" because it showed Brad Little and Yvon Crispin were actively 
working on the formal drawings for the subject application long after the Notice of 
Abandonment was presumably mailed to Brad Little in 2004 (EA, pg. 100). 
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53. After learning of the abandoned status of the US applications, I also 
hired a law firm in Halifax, NS, Boyne Clarke, to investigate a possible legal 
action against Mr. Little for his mishandling of the patent applications. Nicole 
Godbout of the firm sent a letter dated February 27, 2008, setting forth the facts 
of the case to Brad Little. Mr. Little refused acceptance of the letter and the letter 
was returned unopened. Mr. Blake asked for copies of the letter and delivery 
refusal in an email message dated 5-12-08 (EA, pp. 101-108). 

54. I hereby further declare that all statements made herein of my 
knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and belief are 
believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with knowledge 
that will false statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or 
imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code. 

Date: June 3, 2008 Signed: /dcd/ 

David C. Drummond 
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Subject: RE: Patient 

Jate: -1Que,,05:Nov 2002 17:03:53 -0500 
P^ra*^raa''Eitfl#<jb! 

Djegsp Ba r r y : - > - 

'I^^^ you for the ipTuAxdirig of the deposit. I will continue on with a 
pai^St appiic^Hon and' Will forward it for your review shortly. I would 
li'k'e to clarify whether you wish to file the patent application- in both 
Canada and^ the United^ States at this time. I will need, a ample of the pump 
shdiMly,; & ripv/ wirtnddt it. Also, you mention that you 

wish .tO; file a. trad'^. mark.; api^iicatia I would nefe.d to -verify what the 
trade mark is and all of the types of products that will be marketed under 
this trade mark. 

Brad 





Original Message- 

From: Barry Bartlett f. 
Sent : Noyeitiber 5, ZO&Z 
To .: ba rr y b. g.bppm . n s . c a ;• 
Subjedt: ^Patient 



2: 0:7 

davedf fundygrindinc.com; jblittjLe@sympaticp; ca 



Tuesday 



bear fBrad: 

Mr . David. Drumond is nov-? sending you a deposit to start the Patent and 
Trade Mark Application. Canada and 0$., please advise that this will how 
take place. 

Barry Biartl^tt 



Incoming ma ii is certified Virus Free. 

Ghecked by AVG ant i~ virus system i^ :.. - , '"^-'jlP^^) • 

Version: 6.0.408 / Virus Database : ^230 - Release D^^^^ 24.7i0/02 



Outgoing mail is certified Virus Free. 
Checked by AVG anti.-;yij:us s^/st^■ iv-< '-j-j^ 
Version.: 6.0.408 / V-irus P3ta:b^s:er 236"'^^^ 
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J. Bradley Little, b.a.Sc, p. eng. 



#33-2280 Miinn=s Avenue, 
Oakvillc, Onlario L6H 3L1 
(905) 849-4643 ! jl)li(tle@s> mpatico.ca 



November 4, 2002 



Mr. Harry BarlleU 

Bartlett I'laslics and Precision Machining 
23 Lower Truro Road 
Truro, Nova Scotia 
B2N 5A9 

(902) 895-2977 
Dear Mr. Bartlett: 

Pursuant to niy meetings and telephone discussions with Alvin Brun and our telephone discussion. 
I am pleased to provide to you an estimate for the patent work that I have been instructed to perform, and 
also for related design application and trade mark work, and the requisite government fees. This estimate is 
based on the perceived complexit>' ofthe subject matter. Incidental costs (courier, photocopying, etc.) and 
GST would be in addition to these aiiiounts. Also, at some point in the process, it will be necessary to have 
a patent illustrator produce formal patent drawings, at an estimated cost of a few hundred dollars. A 
retainer in the amount of $2000 (plus $ 140 G.S.T.) would be required towards the patent applications. A 
Request For Retainer document and an invoice for the work done to date in this matter, as requested by 
Alvin Brun, accompanies this letter, for accounting purposes. 



PROFESSIONAL KHE 



GOVTH-I-: 



Utility Patent Application (Canada) 

Utility Patent Application (U.S. - based on Canada) 



$750 



$3000 



$ 375 U.S. 



$350 



Trademark Application (Canada) 
Trademark Application (United States) 



Industrial Design Application (Canada) -j- 
Design Patent Application (United States) 




Please feel free to contact me any time at your convenience. 



Sincerely, 



J. Bradley Little, B.A.Sc. P. Eng. 



NUV-UB-U'«? SAT U9:2B JB LITTLE B. A. Sc. P. Eng. FAX NO. 9058494Wr' P. 01 

EVIDENCE APPENDIX FOR PETITION TO RE^ft^O/ejfi^^ Page 3 



FACSIMIL E COVER SHEET 



PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL 



TO: Dave Drummond 

Bartlett Plastics 
Fax (902)893-7555 



FROM: Brad Little 

NO. OF PAGES: 3 including cover sheet 

RE: Patent and Trade Mark work 

COMMENTS: Dave 

Please call anytinne if you have any questions. 
Brad 



33 - 'Z^^S^ f-fc;'^^^^ A^ts^^^ys- 

L H 3 L 1 
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J. Bradley Little, b a.sc, p. eng. 

#33>2280 Munn's Avenue, 
Oakville^ Ontario 9L1 
(905) 842-7676 •JbKttle@qfm|Mdcoxa : 

• November 4. 2002 

Mr. Dave Dnimmond 

Bartlett Plastics and Precision Machining 

23 Lower Truro Road 

Truro, Nova Scotia 

B2N 5A9 

(902)895-2977 



Dear Mr. Drummond: 

Pursuant to our telephone discussion and an e-mail received from Michael Fisher, I am pleased 
to provide to you an additional fee estimate. I thinkit is wise to file a provisional patent application in 
The U.S. Patent Office as soon as possible. I will tiy to have it to you today for review and signing. 
There will by no fee charge on my part for this provisional patent application since the work is used 
directly for die utility patent application. The piovisiona] patent ^iplication can be used as a basis for 
filing utility patent applications in Canada, the U.S., and internationally. These subsequently filed 
utility patent applications will receive a priority fiHng dale of the same date that the provisions.) par-m 
application is filed, providing they are filed within one year of the provisional patent application. 

The accompanying Request For Retainer document in the amouht of $4500 is for an amount 
representing a little over half my fees plus the government di5bur5ements...a^ oudiiied below, and 
replaces the previous Request For Retainer document. 

PROFESSIONAL FEH GOVTFEli 

Utility Patent Application (Canada) $3000 $3S0 

Utility Patent Application (U.S. - based on Canada) $ 750 - * $ 375 US. 

Provisional Patent Application (United States) 

Trademark Application (Canada) 
Trademark Application (United States) 

Please fed free to contact me any time at your convenience. 




$ 80 U.S. 

$500 $150 

S500 S 325 U.S. 
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FUNDY GRINDING - 



9FARNHAMR0AD 
BIBLE HILL. N.S. 
B2N2X6 




— Machine / Tool Division 



RO. BOX 1290 
TRURO, NOVA SCOTIA 
B2N 5N2 



To. t^.> *2^:> ^yv:^ Vg-Tir 1 <£' Att. 
DIAGRAMS 



Date 



MESSAGES 



Please fax your answer: 



Regards -^-^t^^^ c^::^^ 



COMPANY FAX # 



□ When you have a chance □ Dave Dmmrrwnd 
^ ASAP □ Gary Robertson 

□ Not necessary □ Bruce Mcelroy 



PHONE 1-902-893-4274 i 
FAX 1-902-893-755P 
Email sales@fundygrincfing.com I 



Where service has proven to be the cornerstone of our business" 
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ERROR TI REPORT ttt 



TX FUNCTION WAS NOT COMPLETED 



TX/M NO 
CONNECTION TEL 
SUBADDRESS 
CONNECTION IB 
ST. TlfttB 
USAGE T 
PCS. 
RESULT 



3229 



19058494643 



11/08 12:38 
00 00 
0 

NG 

0 #018 



FtlNlJY GRINDING - 



9FARNHAMR0A]> 

?!TJLEHILL,N.S. 
B2N2X6 




- Machine / Tool Division 



P.O.BOX 1290 
B2N5N2 



To, 



Att. 



Date 



DIAGRAMS 



MESSAGES 



^5 



r.ft'i''-*- ■• 




rr^ViPENCE APPENDIX FOR PETITION TO REVIVE 10/617,267 
^DY GRimiNGl T P.Er,fl. FAX NO. 9058494643 



FUN 

MACHINB TOOL SALES MviSON 

e PARNHAM RO.. TRURO, N.S. B^f 2X6 

DAVID DRUMMONO 

PRESIDED 



Page 7 

P. 03 



Bu5: 893*427<; • 4;^^162 

HALIFA)<feARTMOUTH 
TOIL FHEC 



l.S. BSUi : 
CO j 



393-7555 



"Where service has proven to to the cornerstone 
. of bur business" 



— ---- «a — i^ii oonv 
#33 - 2280 MUNN'S AVENUE 



•TLE PATENT SERVICES 
>INER AGREEMENT 

^T SERVICES 



TO: 



OAKVILLE 
L6H 3L1 



BARTLETT 
23 LOWER 



ONTARIO 



FOR: 



RE: 



TRURO, NCSVA SCOTIA 
B2N 5A9 



CONSOLTING SERVICES 



PREPARATION 
MANUAL GA 

INTELLECTtlrAL 



OPFiCE 



RETAINER AMOUNT: 



RETAINER AGREEMENT NO: 02-BP-l 



IINING / 



AL PROPBRry Omcf ^D^?5f „j;^i"^ IN. CANADIAN 
*i:x(,i:, AHD THE UNITED STATES PATENT 



54,500.00 




BankOf Montrepl 

607 PRINCE ST. TELj i»02) 895-S37S 
TRUnO. N.S. BWiU 




DATE: NOVEMBER 8, 2002 



/lOOOollors 




, runwi uwini^it^^ 
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*** TX REPORT »»» 



TRANSMISSION OK 

TA/RX NO 
CONNECTION TKL 
SUBADDRESS 
CONNECTION ID 
ST. TIME 
USAGE T 
PCS. 
RESULT 



1304 



1905S427676 



10/18 13:51 
01 '01 
3 

OK 



jS£^ EUNDV GRINPING 


, }>. Enff. FAX NO. 9058494B43 


P. 03 


DAVID byUMMONb 


:tl6 fatekt sbrvicbs 




. BiiS! 893^274 • 4$M162 • FAX: 893-7555. 
HAUFA)0&APTMOUTH 


JNER AGR^IEMENT 




■'Where servfce has proven, lo b6 the pomerstone 
. of pur biislne^" 


>JT SERVICES I 





#33 - 2280.MONN'S AVENUE 
OAKVILLE, ONTARIO 
L6H 3L1 



TO: 



FOR: 



BAKTLETT PLASTICS AMD PRECISION MACHINING 
23 LOWER TRURO ROAD 
TRORO, NOVA SCOTIA 
B2N 5A9 



INING X • /9 »>s 

0 '^c? y s-- o&z 



CONSULTING SERVICES 



PREPARATION OF A UTILITY PATENT APPLICATION DIRECTED TO A 
MANOAL GASOLINE PUMP, FOR SUBSEQUENT PILING IN CANADIAN 
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY OFFICE AND THE UNITED STATES PATENT 
OFFICE 



RETAINER AMOUNT: 



$4,500.00 



RETAINER AGREEMENT NO: 02-BP-l 



PATE: NOVEMBER 8, 2002 
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David Dnimmond and 
BarryBartlett 
Bartlelt Plastics 
23 Lower Truro Road 
Truro Nova Scotia Canada 
B2N 5A9 

(902) 895-2977 



November 11,2002 

The Commissioner of Patents 
The United States Patent 

& Trademark Office 
Crystal Plaza Two 
2011 Jefferson Davis Highway 
Arlington, Virginia 
U.S.A. 22202 

Re: New United States Provisional Patent Application 

Title: • PRESSURE OPERABLE LIQUID PUMPING SYSTEM 

Inventors: David Carl Dnimmond and Barry Bartlett 
Reference No.; BP-Ol-US 



Dear Sir: 

Please find enclosed herewith the necessary formal papers for filing a new United States 
Provisional Patent Application as identified above, including the following: 

(1) Specification (16 pages - 15 pages plus 1 title page) 

(2) Drawing) (9 pages containing Figures 1 through 13) 

(3) Provisional patent Application Cover Sheet 

(4) A cheque in the amount of $80 to cover the requisite filing fee 

It is believed that the documents listed atM)ve are complete and correct, and arc in order 
for filing of this Design Patent Application. 

Respectfully submitted. 



D'dvid Drummond 

Enclosures 



Barry Bartlett 



EVIDENCE APPENDIX FOR PETITION TO REVIVE 10/617,267 Page 10 



Pteose type a plus sign (♦) inside ihls box 



PTO/SB/ia <02 01) 
Approved for use ttirougM 0/31/2002. 0M8 0651-00^2 
U.S. Patent and Trademartc Ofhca: U.S. DEPARTMENT Of^ COMMERCE 
Ufider ihe Papeiworti Rcdueiicm Aci of 1995. no pet >or» are requireO to respond » a coBcclton of Information unless il displays a valid 0MB control noimbcr. 

PROVISIONAL APPLICATION FOR PATENT COVER SHEET 

This Is a request for ftling a PROVISIONAL APPUCATtON FOR PATENT under 37 CFR 1.53(c). 
I Express MaB_kafeeliiOi L_ ^J^— _ 



INVENTOH(S) 



Given Name (Bret and mtddte [if any}) 



Family Name or Sdmarhe 



Residence 
(City and either State or Foreign Country) 



David Carl 



Drummond 



Brookfield. Canada 



Q AMrtionafirwentona^0 being iwmd on ttw separately numbemd sheets aHadted 



tieieto 



TITLE OF THE INVENTION (280 Characters max) 



Pressure Operable Liquid Pumping System 



DtPBCt ell oonespondence lo; 
[ I Customer Number 
OH 



CORRESPONOEKCE ADDRESS 
► 



Type Customer Numt)er here 



Place Customer Nurrber 
BwOxS^lsfyplhm^ 



Fimior 

Individual Name 



David Carl Drummond 



Address 



115 South Cove Road 



Address 



City 



Brookfield 



Slate Nova Scotia zip BgN 1C0 



Country 



Canada 



Teteomme 1(9021673-2096 I Fax 



ENCLOSED APPUCATION PARTS (check atl that apohn 



ITI Specification Number of Pages | 

E Drawlng(s) Number of Sheets \ 9 
O Application Data Sheet See 37 CFR 1.76 



I I CD(8), Number 
I I Other (specify) 



METHOD OF PAVWENT OF FlUNG FEES FOR THIS PROVISIONAL APPUCATION FOR PATENT 



in Applicant claims small entity status. See 37 CFR 1 .27, 
m A ct>eck or money order is enciosed to cove*^ the filing fees 

□ The Commissioner Is hereby authorized lo charge filing 
fees or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account Nuntber: 
I I Payment by credit card. Form PTO-2038 is attached. 



FILING FEE 
AMOlKTfS) 



$80,00 



The invention was made by an agency of the United States Government or under a contract with an agency of the 
United States Goverrvnent. 

Q NO. 

D Yes. the nante tlie U.G. Govfmfnun! agency a.ig thv Oovdiruvteni co.Uact r.un^ are, 



Respectfully submitteti. 



Date 13/11/02 



SIGNATURE 



David Carl Drummond 



TYPED or PRINTED NAME 

(902) 673-2096 



REGISTRATION NO. 
iif appropriate) 
Oockd Number 



TELEPHONE 



BP-01-US 



USE ONLY FOR FlUNG A PROVISIONAL APPLICATION FOR PATENT 

This collection of Information is required by 37 CFR 1,51. The information is used by the oublic lo fiJe {and by the PTO to orocess) a 
provisional application. ContideniiaUly is goverrted by 36 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This coiledion is estimated to take B hours lo 
complete, including gathenng. preparrra. and submitfing the complete provisional application to the PTO. Time will vary deoendlna uoon 
the individual case. Any comfTtents on the amount of lime you require to complete Ihis fomi and/or suggestions for rafticinqihfe fijiden 
S&a'? fe^Sfl?? l^..£r'lL!?I°?lg^'&?iiS¥l'ii^^^ Trademark Office. U.S. Department of Commerce. W&^lnoton DC 

gSJii^gS;^^ ^"'^ ^^^^^^ P^'^^onat'^piaTO^^^ 
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David Carl Drummond 
23 Lower Truro Road 
Truro, Nova Scotia 
B2N5A9 

(902)895-2977 



December 3; 2002 

The Commissioner of Patents 
The United Slates Patent 

& Trademark Office 
Crystal Plaza Two 
2011 Jefferson Davis Highway 
Arlington, Virginia 
U.S.A. 22202 

Re: New United States Patent Application 

Title: PRESSURE OPERABLE LIQUID PUMPING SYSTEM 

Inventor David Carl Drummond 
Reference No/. DD-03-US 



Please find enclosed herewith the necessary formal papers for filing a new United States 
Patent Application as identified above, including the following; 

(1) Abstract 

(2) Title Page 

(3) Specification 

(4) Claims 

(5) Drawings 

(6) Declaration for Utility or Design Patent Apph'cation 

(7) Check in the amount of $370.00 to cover the filing fee 

It is believed that the documents lisCed above are complete and correct, and are in order 
for filing of this Patent Application. This Patent Application claims priority from United States 
Provisional Patent Application 60/426,879, filed November 18, 2002. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Dear Sir: 




David Carl Drummond 
Enclosures 



A" 
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Dave Drummond 

From: "Brad Little" <jblittle@sympatico.ca> 

To: "Dave Drummond" 

Sent: Tuesday. April 29. 2003 11:31 AM 

Subject: Continuation-in-Part Patent Application 

Dave 

In order to emphasize the one-handed operation of your pump, a Continuation-in-Part Patent Application can be 
filed in the U.S. and a second application can be filed in Canada. I will not be charging any fees to you. The 
government fees for Canada will be $450 (including accelerated prosecution) and for the U.S. will be $375 U.S. 

Brad 



^ -^^--^ ^^^^-^ ^/^ 



^ •^^'^^ 




4/29/03 
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David Carl Drummond 

Unit #33 - 2280 Munn's Avenue E. 

Oakville, Ontario L6H 3L1 

(905) 842-7676 



July 2, 2003 

The Commissioner of Patents 
The Canadian Intellectual Property Office 
Ottawa/Hull ^ 
Canada Kl A OC9 

Re: New Canadian Patent Application 

Title: POSITIVE PRESSURE UQUID TRANSFER AND REMOVAL SYSTEM 
CONFIGURED FOR OPERATION BY A HAND AND BY A FOOT 

Inventor: David Carl Drununond 
Reference No.: DD-08-CA 

Priority: Canadian Patent Application 2,420,624 filed Januaiy 24, 2003, United States 

Provisional Patent Application 60/426879 filed November 1 8, 2002, and United 
States Patent Application 10/388365 filed March 14, 2003. 

Dear Sir: 

Please find enclosed herewith the necessary fonnal papers for filing a new Canadian Patent 
Application as identified above, including the following: 

(1) Abstract 

(2) Title Page 

(3) Specification 

(4) Claims (1 through 21) 

(5) Drawings (Figures I through 36) 

(6) Petition for Patent Application 

(7) Cheque in the amount of $1 50.00 to cover the filing fee. 

It is believed that the documents listed above are complete and correct, and are in order for filing 
of this Patent Application. This Patent Application claims priority from Canadian Patent Application 
2,420.624 filed January 24, 2003, United States Provisional Patent Application 60/426879 filed 
November 18, 2002, and United States Patent Application 10/388365, filed March 14, 2003. 

Respectfully submitted. 



David Carl Drummond 
Enclosures 
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CANADA small .y 

Petition for Patent Application 



The Petition of David Carl Drummond 

whose full post office address is: David Carl Drummond 

23 Lower Truro Road 
Truro, Nova Scotia B2N 5A9 

and whose full postal office address for service is: 

Unit #33 • 2280 Munn's Avenue East Qi^ ^ 

Oakville, Ontario L6H 3H /^f ^ 



Sheweth 

That your Petitioner made the invention entitled: 

POSITIVE PRESSURE LIQUID TRANSFER AND REMOVAL SYSTEM CONFIGURED FOR 
OPERATION BY A HAND AND BY A FOOT 

which is described and claimed in the specification submitted herewith. 

That your Petitioner verily believes that he Is entitled to a patent for the said invention having 
regard to the provisions of the Patent Act. 

Applicant hereby claims priority in the above stated patent application from Canadian Patent 
Application 2,420,624 filed January 24, 2003, United States Provisional Patent Application 
60/426,879, filed November 18, 2002, and United States Patent Application 10/388365 filed 
March 14, 2003. 

That your Petitioner verily believes that he is entitled to pay a filing fee as a small entity as 
defined by Section 2 of the Patent Rules. 

Your Petitioner therefore prays that a patent may be granted to him for the said invention. 
Signed at: Truro, this 2nd day of July, 2003. 



David Carl Drummond 
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««« TX REPORT 



' TRANSMISSION OK 

2690 

19058427676 



07/04 16:15 
01*33 
4 

OK 



TI/RX NO 
CONNECTION TEL 
SUBADDRBSS 
CONNECTION ID 
6T. TIME 
USAGE T 
PCS. 
RESULT 



David Carl Drummond 

Unit #33 - 2280 Munn's Avenue E. 

Oakville, Ontario 

Canada L6H3L] 

(905) 842-7676 

July 2. 2003 

The Commissioner of Patents 

The United States Patent 

& Trademark Office 

Crystal Plaza Two 

20 1 1 Jefferson Davis Highway 

Arlington. Virginia 

U.S J\. 22202 

Re: New Un ited States Patent Application 

Title: POSITIVE PRESSURE UQIflD TRANSFER AND REMOVAL SYSTEM 

CONFIGURED FOR OPERATION BY A HAND AND BY A FOOT 
Inventor: David Carl Drummond 
Reference No.: DD-08-US 

Priority: United States Provisional Patent Application 60/426879 filed November 18, 2002; 

United States Patent Application 10/388363 filed March 14, 2003; and Canadian 
patent Application 2,420,624 filed January 24, 2003 

Dear Sir 

Please find enclosed herewith the necessary formai papers for filing a new United States Patent 
Application as identified above, including the following: 

(1) Abstract 

(2) Title Page 

(3) Specification 

(4) Claims (1 through 21) 

(5) Drawings (Figures 1 through 36) 

(6) Declaration for Utility or Design Patent Application 

(7) Check in the amount of S510.00 to cover the filing fee. 



3^ 
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David Carl Drummond 
Unit #33 - 2280 Munn's Avenue E. 
Oakville, Ontario 
Canada L6H 3L1 

(905)842-7676 

July 2, 2003 

o 

The Commissioner of Patents 
The United States Patent 

& Trademark Office ^-IT; g;;^ 

Crystal Plaza Two w^^v. 
201 1 Jefferson Davis Highway 

Arlington, Virginia Jlj 
U.S.A. 22202 



Re: New United States Patent Application 

Title: POSITIVE PRESSURE LIQUID TRANSFER AND REMOVAL SYSTEM 
CONFIGURED FOR OPERATION BY A HAND AND BY A FOOT 

Inventor: David Carl Drummond 
Reference No.: DD-08-US 

Priority: United States Provisional Patent Application 60/426879 filed November 1 8, 2002; 

United States Patent Application 10/388365 filed March 14, 2003; and Canadian 
Patent Application 2,420,624 filed January 24, 2003 



Dear Sir: 



Please find enclosed herewith the necessary formal papers for filing a new United States Patent 
Application as identified above, including the following: 

(1) Abstract 

(2) Title Page 

(3) Specification 

(4) Claims (1 through 21) 

(5) Drawings (Figures 1 through 36) 

(6) Declaration for Utility or Design Patent Application 

(7) Check in the amount of $5 1 0.00 to cover the filing fee. 

It is believed that the documents listed above are complete and correct, and are in order for filing of 
this Patent Application. This Patent Application claims priority from United States Provisional Patent 
Application 60/426879 filed November 18. 2002, United States Patent Application 10/388365, filed March 
14, 2003, and Canadian Patent Application 2,420.624 filed January 24, 2003, 



Respectfully submitted. 





David Carl Drummond — 

Enclosures \^ ^ipo ^iid nc^*:: .-.cct .. ^.v^*--^ ^ ^ ^ 



liT STO did net -i' Z^^^****^"^^/, 
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PT0/SBA>1 (03-01) 
Approved tor use tfuough 10/31/2002. 0M6 0651 -0032 
U.S. PBlani and Tredema/lt Ofltee: U.S. OEPARTMEKT Of COMMERCE 
Under ftePapemoilc Reduction Act rf199S.iwpef»cn5 are required to respond unlwe It contains a vaDd 0MB conttol number. 



DECLARATION FOR UTILITY OR 
DESIGN 
PATENT APPLICATION 
(37 CFR 1.63) 



Oedaration 
Submitted 
with Initial 
Filing 



Declaration 
OR Submitted after Initial 
Filing (surcharge 
(37 CFR 1,16 (e)) 
required) 



Attorney D cket Number 



First Named Inventor 



DD-08-US 



DAVID C. DRUMMOND 



COMPLETE IF KNOWN 



Application Number 



Filing Date 



Group Art Unit 



Examiner Nan^e 



As a below named Inventor, I hereby declare that: 

My residence, mailk^ address, and dtizensNp are as stated belovv next to my name. 

t believe t am the original, first and sole inventor Of only one name Is listed below) or an originai, first and joint inventor (if plural 
names are rsted below)of the sut)iect matter which Is claimed and for which a patent is sought on the invantton entitted: 



POSITIVE PRESSURE LIQUID TRANSFER AND REMOVAL SYSTEM 
CONFIGURED FOR OPERATION BY A HAND AND BY A FOOT 



(lHle of the Invention} 



the spedficatkxi of which 
is attadied hereto 



□ 



OR 

was filed on (MM/DDA^TYY) 



as United States Applk;atx>n Number or PCT International 



Application Number 



and was amended on (MM/DD/YYYY) 



(if applicable). 



I hereby state that I have reviewed and undeistand the contents of the above identified specification, including the daims, as 
cvnended by any amenctonent specifically rafeired to above. 

I BckTKTWledge the duty to disclose Information which Is material to patentabitity as defined in 37 CfR 1 .56, indudina for continuation- 
in^iart applications, material infbrmation which became available between the filing date of the prior application and the national or 
PCT international ffling date of the oontinua^ion^n^part afylication. 



I hereby d^m foreign priority t}enefits under 35 U.S.C. 119(aHd) or (f), or 365(b) of any fbrelan appIicatlon(s) for patent Inventor's 
or plant breeder's rights certlficate(8). or 365(a) of any PCi international application which obsignated at Wast one country other 
than the United States of Anrwrlca. usted below and have also identified below, by checking the box. any foreign applicabon for 
pat^t, inventor's or plant breeder's rights oertlficate(s), or any PCT intemationa! application having a filing date before that of the 
appfication on wtilch priority is claimed. 



Prior Foreign Application 
Number(s) 



Country 



Foreign Filing Date 
(MWDDA^YYY) 



Priority 
Not Claimed 



Certified Copy Attached? 
YES NO 



60/426879 
10/388365 
2,420,624 



USA 
USA 
CANADA 



11/18/02 

03/14/03 

01/24/03 



□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 



□ m 

□ E 

□ m 

□ □ 



□ Addrtonal foreign applicatton numbers are listed on a supplemental ptfority data sheet PT0/SBffl2B attached herrto: 

(Page 1 of 2] 

Burden Hour Statsmant: Jha torn to estimatod to take 21 minutes to complete. Time wiR vary dependUng upon the needs of the Indfviduat case. Any convnents on 
the amount of time you are cequtred to complete this Item should t» sent to the Chief Infomration Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademaric Office, Washington, DC 
20231. 00 NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Assistant Commissioner for Patents, Washington. DC 20231. 
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Af)pn»«tf fnruseOim^l) 10/31/2003. 0MB 06$ I -0032 
VS, Patent and Tredamaifc Qffioe; DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 



DECLARATION Utility or Design Patent Application 







OR (3 CuiuBpcnJenco od*M» botewr 


OAVIO CARL DRUMMONO 

Nanw 


C/0 #33 - 2280MUNN'SAVE 


^ OAKVILLE 


ONTARIO 


^ L6H 3L1 


CANADA 

Country 


(905)842-7676 

Telephane 


Fax 


1 heretjy declare that afl s^tatements made herain of my owm toicwtedQe ere toua and that aO statements made on Infonnation andtieQaf 
are t)efeved to tie tnie; end ftiitter that these statemanta wore maoe with the jomMoa that wIDfiil Ite statamanb and the like so 
made are punbhaUa t>y fine or Imp/tscnmant. or tvth, under IS U.&C 1001 and that siKhiBiOnui btse statemenis may >eopanfize (he 
validity of ihe application or any patent issued thwBon. 


NAME OF SOLE OR FIRST INVENTOR : 


1 1 A petition has been filed for this unsigned inventor 


Gtvenllan- DAVID CARL 
and middle pf any)} 


Family Name DRUMMONO 
or Surname 




JULY 2. 2002 

Dale 


TRURO 

IteMenoe: City 


NOVA SCOTIA 

StalB 


CANADA 

Country 


CANADIAN 

Clttzanshlp 


23 LOWER TRURO ROAD 

MaD&iBAiliftaH 


CKy TRURO 


NS 

State 


B2N5A9 


CANADA 
Ceunby 


NAME OF SECOND INVENTOR: 


1 i A petition has been fRed for this unsigned Inventor 


GIvan Name 

(first and middle pr any]) 


FamByNama 
or Surname 


tnventof'e 
Signature 




RaaMance: Ctty 


State 


Country 


atiianahip 


MalUnoAddreas 


cay 


Stale 


2SP 


Countfy 


Additionai frwantors are bdng named oo the supp^OTfflttaJ Adtfrtional invanto^s) sheelfs) PTCVSB02A attached hereta 
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Dave Druminond 

From: "Brad LIttie" <jblittle@sympatico.ca> 

To: "Dave Drummond" 

Sent: \Atednesday. October 08, 2003 2:15 PM 

Attach: Request for Retainer Oct 2003.doc 

Subject: RE: Bill for expenses 

Dave 

. y^-rs^s the retainer document. Let me know if anything needs to be different 

■ Bi ad ■ 

Original Message 

From: Dave DrumoK^nd [mailto:davldd@fundygrinding.com] 
Sent: October 8, 2003 12:18 PM 
To: jblittle@sympatico.ca 
Subject: Bill for expenses 



Brad; 



Could you e-mail me a statement or bill ref;$ SOD & 3250 . 

WM send out today by couner 

Dave 



1 mm 
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Jfo BmDUYhmiE, BA.sc., E Eng. 

#33-2280 Mann's Avenue, 
Oak\1Ue, Ontario L6H 3L2 
(905) 842-7676 o .ibKttle@3jTCpatIco.ca 



October 8, 2003 

Mr. Dave Drummond 
SFamham Road 
Truro, Nova Scotia 
B2N2X6 

(902)893-4274 



Dear Dave: 

Pursuant to our telephone discussion and an e-mail received from you, I am pi eased to 
provide ta you Request For Retainer documents. The Canadian patent appJication amount 
represents my fee of $500, the Patent Office fee of $150, and a courier charge of $ 1 0. The U.S. 
provisional patent application amount represents ray fee of $250, the Patent Office fee of $80 LI S., 
and a courier charge of $30 (T otal $1045 Cdn). ' ' 

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 



J. Bradley Utde, BA5c.» P. Eng. 
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Original Message 

From: Brad Little [mailto:jblittle@syinpatico.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2004 4:17 PM 
To: Dave Drunmiond 
Subject: drawings 

Hi Dave 

Here are the drawings 



Brad 
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FIG.1 
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FIG.3 
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FIG.6 
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FIG.9 
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80 




120 



FIG.13 
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FIG.14 
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269b 




FIG.15 
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300 




FIG.17 
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FIG.20 
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FIG.21 
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604 




660 



FIG.25 
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FIG.26 
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FIG.28 
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FIG.29 



FIG.30 
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FIG.33 
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FIG. 34 




FIG.35 
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FIG.36 
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Dave 



From: "Barry Bartlett" <barryb@bppm.ns.ca> 

To: "Dave Drumond (E-maii)" <davidd@fundygrindin9.e0m> 

Sent: Wednesday, November 10. 2004 4:34 PM 

Subject: FW: Pump & Fill 



Original Message 

l-rom: Brad Liitle [maillo:jblitile@sympaiico.ca] 
Seni: Kovembef 10, 2004 4:26 PM ' 
To: banyb@bpp.n).ns,ca 
Subjecu RE: Pump & Fill 



Hi Barr>' 

I will look inio ii, 2 years is a vciy normal "lurn amund" lime with ihe 
patent opficts before they gel 10 the application, and I believe it is 
slightly less than 2 years. We'll see where liiiniiS are. Believe ji or not 
*'Hi tech" siufi'has a "ium around" time with the patent ol llces before ihey 
gei 10 llic applicaiion of over 3 yeais. 

Brad 



Original Message 

Front: Barry Bartlett t jnailio:banyb@bppm,ns.ca] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2004 3:20 PM 
To: Brad Little (E-mail); Dave Drumond (E-mail) 
Subject: Pump & Fill 



Wed: 
Brad: 

Dave Drumond has been in the Hospital for the last week and will be away 

from the office for the next six w^ceks. Dave had asked and 

1 also must know when can wc expect to have the Patent approved, it has been 

almost two years now and il seems to be an cxccssivce lime. 

Brad could you please email me and let us know wiiai is happening now. 

Thanks. 

Barry 



2/9/2006 
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From: Brad Littie [mdilto:jblittle@sympatico.cd] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2004 5:45 PM 
To: Dave Drummond 
Subject: drawings etc 

Hi Dave 

This is to verify that the patent illustrator is witling to accept a present payment of $1200, and that 
the drawings will be revised as discussed, and will be fonA/arded to the Patent Office. His 
address is below. 



Thanks very much. 
Brad 



I.D.C.S. REG'D 
11 Ramsay Ave 
Cambridge, Ontario 
Canada, N3C3B6 



Tel:(519)658-5700 
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From: Brad Little [mailto:jblittle@sympatico.ca] 
Sent: Thursday, February 24, 2005 9:31 AM 
To: Dave 

Subject: RE: Too much to do too little time to do it ? 
Hi Dave 

Sorry for the delay. I'll get this finished today. 
Brad 

— Original Message — 
From: Dave [mailto:davidd@fundygrinding.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2005 9:18 AM 
To: Brad Uttle 

Subject: Re: Too much to do too littie time to do it ? 
Brad; 

Did you get 2 off the 4 questions of my last e-mail ? 

I must admit I'm getting a little inpatient I just want it all to be finished. 

Flow and Go sold all their assets to Septra a Toronto based company that was malting the gerry 
cans or fuel containers. 

dave 

- — Original Message — _ ^ _ ^ , ^ ^ , 

f fprni Brad Little _ 7^1 JZIZ^^^EilZl -/'^ , """^ ll^SZL I 

to: Dave 

Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2005 9:35 PM 
Subject: RE: Too much to do too little time to do it ? 

Hi Dave 

ril be working on this this evening & tomorrow morning. 

Sorry for the delay. 

Brad 

— Original Message — 

From: Dave [mailto:davidd@fundygrindlng.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2005 4:58 PM 

To: iblittle@sympatico.ca 

Subject: Too much to do too little time to do it ? 

Brad. 

I sure would like to have the latter or last patent pending evuated, the way it is at this time" it is in 
limbo ah !" 

Could you please let me know where we stand. 
Dave 
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From: Brad Little [mailto:jblittle@sympatico.ca] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2005 11:13 AM 
To: Dave 

Subject: RE: Rnish the Patent proceedure 
HI Dave 

ril have it out to you today. 
Brad 

— Original Message — 

From: Dave [mailto:davidd@fundygrinding.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, April 19, 2005 10:09 AM 

To: jblittle@sympatico.ca 

Subject: Finish the Patent proceedure 

Brad; 

Waiting for the final letters to sign and the 2 sets of drawing to accompany the letters. 
Dave D. 
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From: Brad Little [mailto:jblittle@sympatico.ca] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2005 11:44 PM 
To: Dave 

Subject: RE: Finish the Patent proceedure 
Hi Dave 

Got your voice mail. I've been dealing with various personal and business emergencies. I'll have 
the stuff out to you by tomorrow. 

Thanks 



Brad 
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\\\'^ ll IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE 

VOLUNTARY AMENDMENT 

David Carl Drummond 

c/o #33 - 2280 Munn's Avenue 

Oakville, Ontario 

Canada L6H 3L1 

(905) 842-7676 



July 27, 2005 



The Commissioner of Patents 
The United States Patent 

& Trademark Office 
Customer Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, Virginia 
U.S.A. 22314 



Re: United States Patent Application No. 10/617,267 

Title: POSITIVE PRESSURE LIQUID TRANSFER AND REMOVAL 

SYSTEM CONFIGURED FOR OPERATION BY A HAND AND BY 
A FOOT 

Priority: United States Patent Application 10/388,365, 
filed March 14, 2003, and Canadian Patent 
Application 2,420,624, filed January 24, 2003 

Inventor: David Carl Drummond 

Reference No: 74' DD-08-US 

Art Unit: 3751 



Dear Sir: 

Please find enclosed herewith good quality formal drawings 
for submission in this application. 




David Carl Drummond 
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FUNDY GRINDING -y^^,- Machine / Tool Division 



9FARNHAMR0AD 
BIBLE HIUL,N.S. 
B2N2X6 




P.O. BOX 1290 
TOURO, NOVA SCOTIA 
B2N5N2 



To. 



DIAGRAMS 



Att. 



Date: J^.. ^ /^^ 



MESSAGES 



17 



- /)^:^f,j!ac ,..<2^ 



.aS^..,^^ 






Please fax your answer: 



Regards 




□ When you have a chance □ Dave Drummond 

□ ASAP □ Gary Robertson 

□ Not necessary Q Scott Lundie 

□ David Weatherbie 



COMPANY FAX # A^^- ^g'^/S ' 



No. of Pages , 



PHONE 1-902-893-4274 
FAX 1-902-893-7555 

Email sales@fundygrinding.com 



"Where service has proven to be the cornerstone of our business" 



(£001 
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««* TX REPORT *** 



TRANSMISSION OK 

TI/RX NO 
CONNECTION TEL 
SUBADDRESS 
CONNECTION ID 
ST. TIME 
USAGE T 
PGS. 
RESULT 



2947 



14169078475 



12/06 14:35 
00'45 
1 

OK 



FUNDY GRINDING 



9FARNHAMROAD 
BIBLE MILUN.5. 
B2N2X6 




— Machine / Tool Division 



RO. BOX 1290 
TKURO.NOVASOCmA 
B2N5N2 



To. 



Date: 



DIAGRAMS 



MESSAGES 




T 





EVIDEN 



ZE APPE 
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. , ^ 1 ^ ^ 







Please fax your answer: 

□ When you have a chance □ Dave Drummond 

□ aSAP QQaryRctiertson 

□ Not'Wcedsaiy □ Scott Uindia 

□ DaWdWeatherble 



COMPANY FAX # A^/^^ f^/^^^^^^ No. of Pages, 



PHONE 1-902-893^274 
FAX 1-9Q2-a93-7555 

EmalJ sales@fiindygrinding.com 



* Where service has proven to be the cornerstone of our business' 



sc. TO 

S»:9I ST/ZI 



X aovsn 

awr li 'J-s 

sssmaavflns 

HO NOISSIHSNVHI 



9SSZ €69 Z06 XVa D^'-Bl QHI. SO/ST/ZT 
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«»* TX REPORT ««« 



TRANSMISSION OK 

TX/RX NO 

CONNECTION TEL 

SUB ADDRESS 

CONNECTION ID 

ST. TIME 
USAGE T 
PCS. 
RESULT 



3109 



14169078475 



12/15 16:47 
01 '42 
3 

OK 



FUND Y GRINDING - 



9PARNHAMR0AD 

6IBLBHIU-,N^. 

B2N2X6 




- Machine / Tool Division 



P.O. BOX 1290 
TOURO, NOVA SCOTIA 
B2N5N2 



To.. 



DIAGRAMS 



Art. 



^^^%*s> ^/rr^^ Date: ^£X^/<^S- 



MESSAGES 





"iSff^ -r^tngfarr:, 



7^ 
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FUND Y GRINDING - - Machine / Tool Division 



9 FARNHAM ROAD 
BIBLE HILL. N.S. 
B2N2X6 




P.O. BOX 1290 
TRURO, NOVA SCOTIA 
B2N 5N2 



To. 



Att. 



Date: 



DIAGRAMS 



MESSAGES 



5 



\ 







■/^ 



Please fax your answer 



Regards 



□ When you have a chance □ Dave Drunnmond 

□ ASAP □ Gary Robertson 

□ Not necessary □ Scott Lundie 

□ David Weatherble 



COMPANY FAX # /- S/f- i^SS " ^/^-^ 



No. of Pages . 




PHONE 1-902-893-4274 
FAX 1-902-893-7555 

Email sales@fundygrincling.com 



"Where service has proven to be the cornerstone of our business" 



^ A.t -fcM/ WW Au.Ax rn/L BU£ Olio lOOQ 



@001 
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»*« TX REPORT *»* 



TRANSMISSION OK 



TX/RX NO 
CONNECTION TEL 
SUBADDRESS 
CONNECTION ID 
ST. TIME 
USAGE T 
PCS, 
RESULT 



3459 



151965d8124 



01/13 13:10 
01*58 
4 

OK 



FUND Y GIONDING - - Machine / Tool Division 

9PARNHAMROAD 
BIBLE HILL,N.S. 
B2N2X6 





P.O. BOX 1290 

ikuro.novascoha 

B2N5N2 



rVTiDX UKINDXNG 
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ttt TL REPORT *** 






TRANSMISSION OK 




TX/RX NO 


3458 


CONNECTION TEL 


1 111 OOOil 1 OfiO 


SUB ADDRESS 




CONNECTION ID 


CIPO - PATENT BR 


ST TIME 


01/13 13:17 


USAGE T 


02*00 


PCS. 


4 


RESULT 


OK 



FUNDY GRINDING - 



9FARNHAMR0AD 
BIBLE HIIX.N.S. 
B2N2X6 




- Machine / Tool Division 



P.O.BOX 1290 
TRURO. NOVA scorriA 
B2NSN2 



To. /^rar»/^ 



DIAGRAMS 



Att. 



G^a^f 7^ - //U^fi y Date- .T^ *J /-^J^C 



MESSAGES 



z2 



J^OTiF' ' .7!^, r-^X^f yeggs' ,, .."^Sft^igZfe 

jS>xaTgsaBt:.....„.^,/C< J ^Setzf:..^ . /rSaag^ 



FUNDY GRINDING 
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ttt TX REPORT ««« 



TRANSMISSION OK 

TX/RX NO 
CONNECTION TEL 
SUB ADDRESS 
CONNECTION ID 
ST. TIME 
USAGE T 
PG5. 
RESULT 



3457 



18199941989 



CIPO - PATENT BR 
01/13 13:15 
00 '47 
1 

OK 



FUNDY GRINDING - 



9FARNHAMR0AD 
BIBLE HILL, N.S. 
B2N2X6 




- Machine / Tool Division 



P.O. BOX 1290 
TRVRO.NOVASCOHA 
B2NSN2 



Tn ^ner^r .^/»*»y^/r^e. Att. C^OtS ""^^ ^ A^^^y Date: JC^J ^^/^C 
DIAGRAMS MESSAGES 



^ifcfc:/^ 'Z^eK i^fZfff / ,O/0/t€U4*jn^. :Z^^ r, 



KUNOy GRINDING 
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TX REPORT *»» 



TRANSMISSION OK 

TX/RX NO 
CONNECTION TEL 
SUBADDRESS 
CONNECTION ID 
ST. TIME 
USAGE T 
PGS. 
RESULT 



3460 



14189078475 



01/13 13:27 
01*59 
4 

OK 



FUND Y GRINDING - 



9PARNHAMROAD 

BIBLeHiLL.N.S. 

B2N1X$ 






- Machine / Tool Division 



P.O. BOX 1390 
B1N5N2 



To. 



DIAGRAMS 



Att. 



Date! /-^ 



MESSAGES 
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FU3SB¥"?!GRINDING - - Machine / Tool Divi 



9FARNHAM ROAD 
BIBLE HILL. N.S. 
B2N 2X6 




P.O. BOX 1290 
TRLTIO. NOVA SCOTIA 
B2N-5Ni2 



Att. 



Date: l^^U/ /Syt'^ ! 



MERGES 



:.4i>- /-il j!:rf^.. 







• •4...« — j^^^w" . ^^tlt.t^iiL^^iKtA'^S.'t 

r^PrZiC. rf';?*^ ...j25f (Q4^j.a.^.t>J,%jC, >^^5.:.5s^z'..- 

yS^^^^^^^ .-^^esi^jr-?:.^!.-. '^^^^ti: ,..:^L*:r.t^.^.-. ^ 

2Sj^......-j£.?:r^:...,.v^^ 

wZ. 7^/<er^Mr. ^I/A^. jf^d±2L ClZ..ii*,c:n^../^-.CL 



'7 






y.../.. /^/tfT/?**. 

,j^^^,c:/L 



/f^s:>«^.4?^./p.. 



^.SSt, 

O 



Z../^..^^ .y^^i/e/«L.™>^.^^^ ^^-t^Hssi:^^.^. 



Please fax your answer: Regards 

□ When you have a chance □ Dave Dmmmond 

□ ASAP □ Gary Robertson 

□ Not necessary □ Scott Lundie 




COMPANY FAX # 5/f - - ^"^"^^ tto. of i 



' Pages . 



PHONE 1-902-893-4274 
FAX 1-902-893-7555 

Email sales®fundygrinding.com 



"Where service has proven to be ihe cornersicJne or our business" 
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From: Yvon Crispin [mailto:yvon@rogers.com] 
Sent: Monday, February 27, 2006 7:49 AM 
To: Brad Little 

Cc: davidd@fundygrinding.com 
Subject: Re: Dave Drummond 



Hi Brad, 

Look carefully to the Fig 10,11 as the 140r and 1401 ,80r,80l was a question mark originally 
when the job were done . Look to what I did including item 801 
The figure 26,29,30,36, revised as requested 

On 2/27/06 12:05 AM, "Brad Little" <jblittle@cogeco.ca> wrote: 



HI Yvon 



In Dave Drummond's drawings: 

did you make an amendment of "80" to "80!" in Figure 11? 
In Figure 26, "F" indicates arrows that show swiveling 
In Figures 29 and 30, add arrows "Gl" and "G2" 
In Figure 36, con-ect an-ows "HI " and "H2" 



Thanks 



Brad 
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From: Yvon Crispin [mailto:yvon@rogers.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 01, 2006 9:15 AM 
To: Brad Little 

Cc: davidd@fundygrinding.com 
Subject: Re: Dave Drummond 



BRAD, 

DRAWING FIG 30 CORRECTED 



Regards, 

Yvon Crispin 



I.D.C.S. REG'D 
11 Ramsay Ave 
Cambridge, Ontario 
Canada, N3C3B6 

Tel:(519)658-5700 
Fax:(519)658-8124 
Website: htto : //www . Idcsreod . com/ 



CONFIDENTIAL 

This e-mail, Including all material which may be attached to it, may contain confidential 
information which is legally privileged. This information is intended for the use only of the 
intended recipient(s). If you receive this e-mail in error, please contact us immediately to 
arrange for the return of the original e-mail and all attachments. You are hereby notified that 
any disclosure, distribution, copying, or the taking of any action in reliance upon the content 
of this e-mail, and the content of any material which may be attached to it, is strictly 
prohibited and Its unauthorized use may subject the user to legal sanctions. 



On 3/1/06 1:02 AM, "Brad Little" <jblittle@cogeco.ca> wrote: 
Hi Yvon 

In Dave Drummond's Figures 29 & 30, 900 does not have an arrow. 
Thanks 



Brad 



Re-CORRECTED DRAWINGS Page I of 1 
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Dave D 

From: I.D.C.S. REG'D [jdcs@rogers.com) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 12, 2006 8:51 PM 
To: sales@fundygrinding,com 
Co: davidd@fundygrinding.com 
Subject: Re:CORRECTED DRAWINGS 

Dave, 

How are you doing, Brad told me that the Canadian application for your patent has been completed and next 
will be the US appllGatiori; 

I hope everything goes well for you 

I am still hoping to get some money from you one of these days. 



Regards, 

Yvpn Crispin 



LD.C.S. REG'D 
11 Ramsay Ave 
Cambridge, Ontario 
Canada, N3C3B6 

Tel:(519)658-5700 
Fax:(519)658-8124 
Website : ht tp : / /ww w .Idcsr eg d . c om/ 



CONFIDENTIAL 

This e-mail, rncluding all material which may be attached to it, may contain confidential information which is 
legally privileged. This information is intended for the use only ofthe intended recipient(s). If you receive 
this e-mail in error, please contact us jmmediately tO; a of the original e-mail and all 

attachments. You are hereby notified that any disdosure/distrlbuU^ cppying, or the taking of any action in 
reliance upon the content of this e-mail, and the content of any hfiaterial which may be attached to it, is. 
strictly prohibited and its unauthorized use may subject the user to legal sanctions. 



3/21/2008 
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Dave 

From: "Sales" <saIes@fundygrinding.com> 

To: "Dave Drummond" <davidd@fundygrinding.com> 

Sent: Tuesday. June 06, 2006 1 :25 PM 

Subject: Fw: <no subject> 



— Original Message — 
From: Y Crispin I.D.C.S. REG 'D 
To: saLes@lundygriMQg;.c5n). 
Sent: Tuesday, June 06, 2006 7:39. AM 
Subject: <no subject> 

Hi Dave, 

Thank you very much for the cheque of $ 600.00 



Balance of the invoice # 04851 dated September 14 2004 from IDCS Reg'd vvas $ 1,341.25. 

January 2006 you gavfe us a cheque for $200,00 followed by one of $250.00 and this week $606.b0 for a 
total amount of $lb5Q'.dO. 

The outstanding is $291.25. 

1 wjii try to contact or meet with Brad this week and will let you know of what I will iearn about your US 
patent appfieation. 

My best Regards, 



Regards, 

Yvon Crispin 



I.D.CS. RECD 
11 Ramsay Ave 
Cambridge, Ontario 
Canada, N3C3B6 

Tel:(519)658~5700 
Fax:(519)658>8124 
Website: mpJl/yiimLS^rm^som/. 



CONFIDENTIAL 

This e-mail, including all material which may be attached to.it, may contain confidential information which Is 
legally privileged. This information is Intended for the use only of the intended recipleht(s). If you receive 
this e-mail in error, please contact us Immediately to arrange for the return of the original e-mail and all 
attachments. You are hereby notified that any disclosure, distribution, copying, or the taking of any action in 
reliance upon the content of this e-mail, and the content of any material which may be attached to it, is 
strictly prohibited and its unauthorized use may subject the user to legal sanctions. 



6/7/2006 
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FlJNDY GRI>fliB^ -.^^ - Machine / Tool Division 



9 FARNHAM ROAD 
BIBLE HILL. N.S. 
B2N2X6 




RO. BOX 1290 
TRURO, NOVA SCOTIA 
B2N 5N2 



To. 



DIAGRAMS 




Att. 



Date: /^y£9>^. 



MESSAGES 



03 

I 

o 
o 

5 



COMPANY FAX # 




T 






TEL902W9M275 ffiX<fc aS9S^ ^SS'S 
33271 13 WCX> 5477868 
DAVID ORUMSWIOND 

PRESIDE^^' 

FUNOr GRtNDtNG & MACHINE LTD 

PO BOX 1290 RPO PRINCE 

6 FARNHAM RD ^ 

TRURONS B2N5fC , C^^^^^ 




Please fax your answer: 



Regards , 



□ When you have a chance □ Dave Drummond 

□ ASAP □ Gary Robertson 

□ Not necessary □ Scott Lundie 

□ David Weatherbie 



No. of Pages . 



PHONE 1-902-893-4274 
FAX 1-902-893-7555 

Email sales@fundygrinding.com 



"Where service has proven to be the cornerstone of our business" 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE 
VOLUNTARY AMENDMENT 



David Carl Drummond 

c/o #33 - 2280 Munn's Avenue 

Oakville, Ontario 

Canada L6H 3L1 

(905) 842-7676 



July 27, 2005 



The Commissioner of Patents 
The United States Patent 

& Trademark Office 
Customer Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, Virginia 
U.S.A. 22314 



Re: United States Patent Application No. 10/617,267 

Title: POSITIVE PRESSURE LIQUID TRANSFER AND REMOVAL 

SYSTEM CONFIGURED FOR OPERATION BY A HAND AND BY 
A FOOT 

Priority: United States Patent Application 10/388,365, 
filed March 14, 2003, and Canadian Patent 
Application 2,420,624, filed January 24, 2003 

Inventor: David Carl Drummond 

Reference No: 74 DD-08-US 

Art Unit: 3751 



Dear Sir: 

Please find enclosed herewith good quality formal drawings 
for submission in this application. 



Yours truly. 




David Carl Drummond 
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From: Brad Little [mailto:jblittle@sympatico.cd] 
Sent: Saturday, August 12, 2006 7:02 PM 
To: 'David Drummond' 
Subject: RE: Chris Fitz- Hardy 

Sure 



From: David Drummond [mailto:davidd@fundygrindlng.com] 
Sent: Saturday, August 12, 2006 12:05 Pl^ 
To: jblittle@sympatico.ca 
Subject: Chris Fitz- Hardy 

Brad; 

I just got an answer bacl< from Chris, are you interested in reviewing and constructing a 
response ? 

Please let me know 

Regards 



Dave D. 
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Dave D 

From: Brad Little (jblittle@cogeco.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 09, 2007 1 1 ;58 AM 
To: 'David Drummond' 
Subject: RE: Go over Chris fitz Hardy Report ? 

Dave 

I should have everything except possibly your letter to Chris. Just send it by e-mail or v\^hatever is easier for you. 
Brad 



From: David Drummond [mailto:davidd@fundygrinding.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 09, 2007 10:29 AM 
To: 'Brad Little' 

Subject; RE: Go over Chris fitz Hardy Report ? 
Brad; 

Can I send you copies of ; 
By E-mail or courier ? 
A Chris's report 
B Copies of MrHun's Patent 
C Copies of our previous Report of Chris 2005 
D Copies of my letter to Chris 
E Copies of my Application 
F Copies of Blake Patent 
Or anything else 
Dave Drummond 



From: Brad Little [mailto:jblittle@cogeco.ca] 
Sent; Monday, January 08, 2007 5:00 PM 
To: 'David Drummond' 

Subject: RE: Go over Chris fitz Hardy Report ? 
Hi Dave 

I'm sorry. I thought I had already done it My workload must be worse than I thought. I will definitely do it this 
weekend. If you could send me a reminder on Friday that would be great 

Brad 



3/21/2008 
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Dave D 

From: Brad Little [jblittle@cogeco.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday. January 16. 2007 4:40 PM 
To: *David Drummonrf 
Subject: RE: 2007_01J6J0_32.47.pdf 

Hi Dave 

Sorry for the delay in getting to this. I have been caught up in something that has completely consumed my time. 
I now have the time to deal with this. I will have an answer to you in a day or 2. Please remind me tomon-ow 
since I am behind on various things, but this Is a priority. 

Thanks 

Brad 



From: David Drummond [mailto:davidd@fundygrlndfng.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2007 9:45 AM 
To: Brad Little 

Subject: 2007^01_16_10^32_47.pdf 
Brad; 



The way I see it ; 

You can not help me to answer Chris's and that may be all you can do please confirm if this is the case because 
we have until Feb. 2nd 2007 !! 17 days or less .then the whole thing is a goner ? 



Dave D. 



3/21/2008 
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Dave D 

From: Brad Little [jbliltle@cogeco.ca] 
Sent: Sunday. January 21, 2007 7i37 PM 
To: 'David Drummond' 
Subject: RE: Any time on Chris's rebuttle 

Hi Dave 

Sony for the delay in getting back to you. I've been sick. Cutting back the number of pages and/or number of 
embodiments does nothing at this point. The only task at hand is convindng the Examiner that some claims are 
allowable. 

ni try to get something done this eveninq. ... ... 

Brad 



From: David Drummond [mailto:davldd@rundygrlndin9.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 19, 2007 9:16 AM 
To: Brad Little 

Subject: Any time on Chris's rebuttle 

Brad; 

IVty brother is going over Chris's letter and he thinks that we should cut ours back from 52 pages to about 
25pages and the parts to be deleted are the car gas tank items, the different caps to the jerry cans etc and make 
it or go back and simplify it like the Flow and Go 7 

He feels that our application is trying to cover too much and Chris wants us to stick to the pump and even 
'eave out " with one hand and one foot " actually back to the original ,1 think this would be counter 
effective ? ? 

Brad, days will be Into hours shortly and its 5 years down the tube. 
Dave 



3^1/2008 
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Dave D 

From: Brad Little [jblrttle@cogeco.caJ 
Sent: Tuesday. January 23, 2007 5:15 PM 
To: *David Drummontf 
Subject: RE: response 

Hi Dave 

I've been sick for the past few days. I'll have a response to you in the next couple of days. 
Brad 



From: David Drummond [mailto:davidd@fundygrinding.com] 
Sent: Monday, Januar/ 22, 2007 2:34 PM 
To: 'Brad Little* 
Subject: RE: response 

Brad; 

The response to IHau and Blake are con'ect now the other objections answered in the proper way . 
Dave 



From: Brad Little [maiito:jbiittle@cogeco.ca] 
Sent: Sunday, January 21, 2007 9:14 PM 
To: 'David Drummond' 
Subject: response 

Hi Dave 

The Examiner (Chris) has basically stated that Mr. Hau teaches most of your invention but not all of it. 
Specifically, Mr. Hau does not have a foot operable pump means. 

The Blake patent discloses a foot pump, but the only reason for the foot pump is so both hands can be 

v/ashed. The Blake patent states "In this case, the foamable liquid 50 is a scrub solution and pressurized 

gas is provided by foot (or hand/arm, as shown in FIG. 3) actuating of a pedal type air pump 200 which 

can be operated as shown in FIG. 2 so that the personnel using the device can keep both hands free". k 

Therefore, I think that the Examiner has no real support to call this an obvious substitution, since the | 
Blake patent states having both hands free when using a foot pump. f 

(■ 

Does this make sense to you? y 

Thanks I 

?: 

Brad 



3/21/2008 
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APPOINTMENT OF A NEW AGENT 



I, David Carl Drummoncf, whose full post office address is 115 South Cover Rd., 
Brookfield, Nova Scolia B2N 1C0. with respect to my Canadian Patent Application No. 
2,433,852 of July 11« 2003 for an Invention entitled Tosfthre Pressure Uquid Transfer and 
Removal System Configured for Operation by a Hand and by a Foof , herein appoint 
MacRae & Co., whose full post office address Is P.O. Box 806, Station B, Ottawa, Ontario, 
Canada K1P 5T4 and who carries on business in Canada at 222 Somerset Street West, Suite 
600, Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K2P 2G3, as my agent in respect of the said application, with fuU 
power to appornt an associate agent when requked to do so and to revoke such apoolntment. to 
amend the specification and drawings, to prosecute the application, and to receive the patent 
granted thereoni 

Signed dt Brookfield NS this .^/^..i. day of January 2007 




David Carl Drummond 



Accepted 



MacRae & Co. 
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This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are not the intended 
recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, please 
notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-fnail and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or 
use of this information by a person other than the intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 



Original Message 

From: David Drummond 
To: Wayne Rock 

Sent: Wednesday. January 24, 2007 3:46 PM 
Subject: 2007_^01_24J6_01_55.pdf 

Wayne; 



Thank you for reviewing my info concerning the pump & Fill Application. I am amazed at the precise 
evaluation of Chris Fttz Hardy's position and I fully understand all points in your letter. I am deeply 
disappointed with the remote position of Brad Little under these circumstances" I feel like I was hung out to 
dry " not even a slight effort from him to respond and I requested help 6 months ago ? 

Alt I can do now is hope for the best and wori^ with you in anyway that I can, here are answers to your 
questions; 

Yes we make the nozzle handle and we designed it from scratch with the feature that the trigger is pivoted 
from one end and the other end puts pressure on the plunger thus allowing fluid to flow at what ever volume 
that is required. The safety feature is that it takes a good force to start the flow and restricting a young child 
from accidentally operating the nozzle if left in a non supervised location. 

I have e-mailed you paper where we show the dies for each nozzle component required,also where we 
had an application for the stopper in Canada and I hope USA ? I am also forwarding paper showing that I had 
paid for US protection which at this moment Tm not sure that 1 received ? It will come to you by Fax. 



I am totally appreciative for your help. 



Dave 



i ■ 
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DaveD , 

From: ' 'Brad Little [jblittle@cogeco.ca] 

Sent: Thursday » February 01; 2007 11:47 PM 

To: 'David Drummontf j -. . \', 

Subject: patent ; 
Attachments: 074 SC-08-CA RESPONSE 2.doc 

Hi Dave 

Here is the response I am suggesting you send to Chris Fltz-Hardy at the Canadian Patent Office. It can be 
submitted byj franile. Just to make sure that il prints out okay, please print It out and fax ft to me at 905-901- 
3135. In the previous response, there were some problems switching between WordPerfect and WORD and I 

want to make sure they dcn't happen again. 

Also, we are supposed to Inform the Canadian Patent Office if we have received anything from any other patent 
office. Have you received anything from:the U.S. Patent Office recently? 

Thanks 
Brad 



10/11/2007 



Page 1 of I 

EVIDENCE APPENDIX FOR PETITION TO REVIVE 10/617,267 Page 74 



Dave D 

From: Wayne Rock [wrock@macrae.ca) 
Sent: Friday. April 27, 2007 10:01 AM 
To: David Drummond 
Subject: Re: 2007_04_26_14_02_02.pdf 

David: 

I have asked our US associate for an update on this Investigation and will let you know when I have a reply. 

Wayne 

— Original Message ■ — 
From: David Drummond 
To: Wayne Rock 

Sent: Thursday, April 26. 2007 1:04 PM 
Subject: 2007_04_26_14_02_02.pdf 

Wayne; 

Was there any response back from the US Agent regards to my US Patent Application ? 
Dave 



3/20/2008 
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Dave D 

From: Wayne Rock [wrock@macrae.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 08, 2007 10:52 AM 
To: David Drummond 
Subject: Re: US Application 

David: 

My recollection is that we had serial numbers for the first and second applications - an indication that they v\/ere 
filed in the USPTO. I still have not heard from our US associate with respect to his investigations, so I will prompt 
him with another email right now. 

Regards 

Wayne 

H. Wayne Rock 
MacRae & Co. 
P.O. Box 806, Station B 
Ottawa ON 
Canada K1P5T4 
Tel: 613-234-3569 
Fax: 613-234-3563 

**************** 

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are not the intended 
recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, please notify 
the sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of 
this information by a person other than the intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 



— Original Message — 
From: David Drummond 
To: Way ne R ock 

Sent: Tuesday, May 08, 2007 9:24 AM 
Subject: US Application 

Wayne; 



Would I be right In presuming that Brad Little did not present my first and second applications to the US 
Patent Office because I would think that it would be public information . 



Dave 



3/20/2008 
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Dave D 

From: David Daimmond [davidd@fundygrinding.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 17. 2007 3:41 PM 
To: Wayne Rock 
Subject: P & F / U S Application 

Wayne; 

Did you hear anything back from your US Associate and would you recommend that I approach Brad if he 
received documents that show that P & F Applications have been filed, and in the process of being evaluated ? 



Dave 



3/20/2008 
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Dave D 




Sent: 



From: 



David Orummond [davidd@fundygrinding.com] 
Friday, May 18, 2007 11:28 AM 



Gordon Drummond 



Subject: FW: P & F / U S Application 



From: Wayne Rock [mailto:wrock@maaae.ca] 
Sent: Thursday, May 17, 2007 5:13 PM 
To: David Drummond 
Subject: Re: P 8i F / U S Application 



I am still waiting to hear from our US associate on their investigations. It appears that my initial email enquiries might 
have gone astray, or were not delivered appropriately. I know that we have had some issues with email 
communications from me to him. I hope to hear something before long. 

It probably would not hurt to ask Brad about the situation, Including all of the applications that apparently were filed in 
the USPTO. I would be interested In his reply. 

Regards 

Wayne 

H. Wayne Rock 
MacRae & Co 
P.O. Box 806, Station B 
Ottawa ON 
Canada K1P5T4 
Tel: 613-234-3559 
Fax:613-234-3563 



This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are not the intended 
recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, please notify the 
sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this 
information by a person other than the intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 



— Original Message — 
From: David Dr ummo nd 
To: Wayne Rock 

Sent: Thursday, May 17, 2007 2:41 PM 
Subject: P & F / U S Application 



Did you hear anything back from your US Associate and would you recommend that I approach Brad if he received 
documents that show that P & F Applications have been filed, and in the process of being evaluated ? 



Dave: 



♦A***************************************************************** 



Wayne; 



Dave 



3/20/2008 
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From: Brad Little [mailto:jblittle@cogeco.ca] 
Sent: Friday, June 01, 2007 5:41 PM 
To: 'David Drummond' 
Subject: RE: 2007_06_01_12_26_35.pdf 

Hi Dave 

I don't see the patent application on tlie U.S. database. Can you send me anything you've 
received from them for the foot and hand pump application? 

Thanks 

Brad 



From: David Drummond [mailto:davidd@fundygrinding,com] 
Sent: Friday, June 01, 2007 1:27 PM 
To: Brad Little 

Subject: 2007_06_0L12_26_35.pdf 
Brad; 



I have been very patient concerning the Chris Fitz Hardy's issues and did not receive 
a fare shake from you concerning putting in an honest effort to dispute his findings 
because you were too busy but the clock was ticking so I resorted to get help from a 
Patent Agent at the eleventh hour and the one liner you came up with was not going to 
cut it! Now the Agent can not find info on my US Application so I feel it only right that 
you should chuck in some time and find out what is the status of these Applications ? 

Brad I did pay you for this service and to date I am in the dark and feel that you 
now have bigger fish to fry and that is not fitting well with me. I did pay you everything 
that I owed you and also paid off Evon for all his services only being a little late in 
paying because I did not receive one cent to this day from that product manufacturer. I 
am wanting a Canadian or U S Patent Pump & Fill if that is at all possible and remember 
you over looked the Mr.Hau Patent which was so critical and in hindsight made this 
whole exercise a waste of time and money, you owe it to me to find the information on 
the US Application. At this moment I have in excess of $80,000 and for you to screen 
my call and answer the ones you want leave me waiting on the other is totally unfare. 

Please respond 

Regards 

Dave Drummond 
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From: Brad Little [maiIto:jblittle@cogeco,ca] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2007 3:13 PM 
To: 'David Drummond' 

Subject: RE: US Patent Application No. 10/846692 (Mobile Load Support); Our file: 490-7 
HI Dave 

The only thing I have is the filing receipt for the patent application (attached). The patent 
application should be on the USPTO web site. 

Brad 



From: David Drummond [mailto:davidd@fundygrinding.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, June 12, 2007 3:41 PM 

To: Brad Little 

Cc: Gordon Drummond 

Subject: FW: US Patent Application No. 10/846692 (Mobile Load Support); Our file: 490-7 
Brad: 



Enclosed please find confirmation of my U S Patent and find it very strange that we can not 
find the Pump & Fill Application. 

I would think that you would be more than helpful for us to find this Application and give us your 
help. 



I am asking you to take some time and solve this issue. 



Dave Drummond 



From: Wayne Rock [mailto:wrock@macrae.ca] 
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2007 5:34 PM 
To: David Drummond 

Subject: US Patent Application No. 10/846692 (Mobile Load Support); Our file: 490-7 
Dear Dave: 



Good news for the weekend! 
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I today received your US patent from our US associate and will be mailing it to you next week. 
It Is US Patent Number 7,213,820 and it issued on May 8, 2007. The patent can be viewed at the 
USPTO's website. 

If you have any questions regarding the US patent please let us know. 

Regards 

Wayne 

H. Wayne Rock 
MacRae & Co. 
P.O. Box 806, Station B 
Ottawa ON 
Canada K1P5T4 
Tel: 613-234-3559 
Fax: 613-234-3563 

******************************************************************* 

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are 
not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to 
the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail 
and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this information by a person other than the 
intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 
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CONFIRMATION NO. 2423 
FILING RECEIPT 

iHiHiiiiiiHiinini 

*OC00000001 1007141* 

Date Mailed: 10/08/2003 

Receipt is acknowledged of this regular Patent Application. It will be considered in its order and you will be 
notified as to the results of the examination. Be sure to provide the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER, FILING DATE, 
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION when inquiring about this application. Fees transmitted by 
check or draft are subject to collection. Please verify the accuracy of the data presented on this receipt. If an 
error is noted on this Filing Receipt, please write to the Office of Initial Patent Examination's Filing 
Receipt Corrections, facsimile number 703-746-9195. Please provide a copy of this Filing Receipt with the 
changes noted thereon. If you received a "Notice to File Missing Parts" for this application, please submit 
any corrections to this Filing Receipt with your reply to the Notice. When the USPTO processes the reply 
to the Notice, the USPTO will generate another Filing Receipt incorporating the requested corrections (if 
appropriate). 

Applicant(s) 

David Carl Drummond, Truro. CANADA; 

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant 

This appin claims benefit of 60/426,879 11/18/2002 
and is a CIP of 10/388,366 03/14/2003 

Foreign Applications 

CANADA 2.420,624 01/24/2003 

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 10/08/2003 

Projected Publication Date: To Be Determined - pending completion of Missing Parts 

Non-Publication Request: No 

Early Publication Request: No 

•* SMALL ENTITY 

Title 

Positive pressure liquid transfer and removal system configured for operation by a hand and by a 
foot 




DAVID CARL DRUMMOND 
C/0 #33 - 2280 MUNN'S AVE 
OAKVILLE. ON L6H 3L1 
CANADA 
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LICENSE FOR FOREIGN FILING UNDER 
Title 35, United States Code, Section 184 
Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, 5.11 & 5.15 

GRANTED 

Tlie applicant has been granted a license under 35 U.S.C. 184. if the phrase "IF REQUIRED. FOREIGN FILING 
UCENSE GRANTED" followed by a date appears on this form. Such licenses are issued in all applications where 
the conditions for issuance of a license have been met, regardless of whether or not a license may be required as 
set forth in 37 CFR 5. 1 5, The scope and limitations of this license are set forth in 37 CFR 5. 1 5(a) unless an earlier 
license has been issued under 37 CFR 5.16(b). The license is subject to revocation upon written notification. The 
date indicated is the effective date of the license, unless an earlier license of similar scope has been qranted 
under 37 CFR 5.13 or 6.14, . 

This license is to be retained by the licensee and may be used at any time on or after the effective date thereof 
unless it is revoked. This license is automatically transfen-ed to any related applications(s) filed under 37 CFR 
1.63(d). This license is not retroactive. 

The grant of a license does not in any way lessen the responsibility of a licensee for the security of the subject 
matter as imposed by any Government contract or the provisions of existing laws relating to espionage and the 
national security or the export of technical data. Licensees should apprise themselves of current regulations 
especially with respect to certain countries, of other agencies, particulariy the Office of Defense Trade Controls, 
Department of State (with respect to Anns, Munitions and Implements of War (22 CFR 121-128)); the Office of 
Export Administration. Department of Commerce (15 CFR 370.10 (])); the Office of Foreign Assets Control, 
Department of Treasury (31 CFR Parts 500+) and the Department of Energy, 

NOT GRANTED 

No license under 35 U.S.C. 184 has been granted at this time, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED. FOREIGN FILING 
LICENSE GRANTED" DOES NOT appear on this form. Applicant may still petition for a license under 37 CFR 
6.12, if a license is desired before the expiration of 6 months from the filing date of the application. If 6 months 
has lapsed from the filing date of this application and the licensee has not received any indication of a secrecy 
order under 35 U.S.C. 181. the licensee may foreign file the application pursuant to 37 CFR 6.15(b). 



Page 1 of 2 

EVIDENCE APPENDIX FOR PETITION TO REVIVE 10/617,267 Page 83 



Bill Blake 



From: "Karen Robertson" <krobertson@jonestullarcoopercom> 

To: "Wayne Rock" <wrock@macrae.ca> 

Cc: "Bill Blake" <mail@jonestullarcooper.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2007 9:37 AM 

Subject: Re: Drummond files 

Wayne: 

I have the copies of file histories of U.S. 10/61 7,267 and 60/509,331 . 

U.S. Patent Application No. 10/617.267 is abandoned. A Notice to File Missing Parts was mailed 10/08/2003 

to: 

David Carl Drummond 
C/0 #33 - 2280 Munn's Ave 
Oakville, ON L6H 3L1 
CANADA 

No reply was received and a Notice of Abandoment was mailed 10/20/2004 to the same address. 

There is a "Voluntary Amendment" dated July 27, 2005 submitting formal drawings signed by David 
Drummond. There is also a note in the file from David Drummond dated May 29, 2006, date stamped by the PTO 
on July 7, 2006 requresting the status of the application. 

Also, of the four files we have, only 60/426.879 indicates that the filing fees were paid. The other three files 
indicate that the checks listed on the transmittal pages were not received by the PTO. I will send these out this 
afternoon via regular mail unless I hear from you othen/vise. 

Karen 

— Original Message — 

From: W ayne Rock 

To: Karen Robertson 

Sent: Thursday. June 21, 2007 2:11 PM 

Subject: Re: Drummond files 

Hi Karen: 

You might as well wait to send all of the copies together - mail is fine. I guess the most important question at 
this time is the status of the non-provisonal applications, and the identification of the correspondant for these 
cases. Has the USPTO been writing to Mr. Drummond or to someone else? 

Regards 

Wayne 

H. Wayne Rock 

MacRae & Co. 

P.O. Box 806, Station B 

Ottawa ON 

Canada K1P5T4 

Tel: 613-234-3559 

Fax:613-234-3563 



6/1/2008 
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This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged Information. If you are not the intended 
recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, please 
notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or 
use of this information by a person other than the Intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 



— Original Message — 
From: Karen Robertson 
To: Wavne Rock 

Sent: Thursday. June 21. 2007 11:33 AM 
Subject: Drummond files 

Wayne- 

We have obtained copies of the files of 60/426.879 and 10/388.365. We should have the other two by 
Monday. 

Do you want me to hold these until the other two are ready or go ahead and send them? If you want me to 
send them, please indicate whether you want regular mail or Fed Ex. 

Thanks, 

Karen 

Jones, Tullar & Cooper, P.C. 
P.O. Box 2266 
Eads Station 
Arlington, VA 22202 
(703)415-1500 



6/1/2008 
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From: Brad Little [mailto:jblittie@cogeco.ca] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2007 12:18 PM 
To: 'David Drummond' 

Subject: RE: Your earlier US patent applicatiions 
Hi Dave 

111 get back to you later on today. 
Brad 



From: David Drummond [mailto:davidd@fundygrinding.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2007 9:26 AM 
To: Brad Uttle 
Cc: Wayne Rock 

Subject: FW: Your earlier US patent applicatiions 
Brad; 



Please review the enclosed and give me your response, all the applications have been to 
your address and there was fees not paid to the USPO but I forwarded you funds to cover 
connect? Please fonward a letter that will to support the reopening and explaining why we like to 
revive those Applications. 

Waiting for your response 

Dave Drummond 



From: Wayne Rock [mailto:wrock@macrae.ca] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2007 9:34 AM 
To: David Drummond 

Subject: Your earlier US patent applicatiions 

David: 

I have email replies from our US associate respecting the two provisional and two regular 
applications filed in the USPTO. The two regular applications became abandoned through a 
failure to provide the Office with "missing parts". The report with respect to US 10/388,365 is as 
follows: 

"U.S. Patent Application No, 10/388,365 is abandoned, 

A Notice to File Missing Parts was mailed 05/12/2003 to: 

David Carl Drummond 
C/0 #33 - 2280 Munn's Ave 
Oakville, ONL6H3L1 
CANADA 

No reply was received and a Notice ofAbandoment was mailed 02/1 1/2004 to the same 
address. 



EVIDENCE APPENDIX FOR PETITION TO REVIVE 1 0/61 7.267 Page 86 



There is a 'Voluntary Amendment" dated July 27, 2005 submitting formal drawings signed by 
David Drummond. There is also a note in the file from David Drummond dated May 29, 2006, 
date stamped by the PTO on July 7, 2006 requresting the status of the application" 

We have essentially the same report for application 10/617,267. 

Our associate also provided an observation with respect to the four applications and the fees 
paid to the USPTO, as follows: 

"Also, of the fourffles we have, only 60/426,879 indicates that the filing fees were paid. The 
other three files indicate that the checks listed on the transmittal pages were not received by the 
PTO. I will send these out this afternoon via regular mail unless I hear from you otherwise. " 

Finally, if you have a desire to resurrect either or both of the regular applications 10/388,365 
and/or 10/617,267 it would appear possible to petition for revival on the basis of "unintentional" 
abandonment. Action would have to be taken as quickly as possible, to show diligence in 
proceeding promptly after finding out about the abandonment. There is a government fee of $750 
US for each petition for revival. When petitioning for revival it would be necessary to take alt 
action and to pay all fees that had previously been required, and the failure to attend to which 
resulted in the abandonment. There would be charges from our associate to take over the 
case(s) and to prepare and submit the necessary petition(s). We would also encounter charges 
for co-ordinating the project on your behalf - no idea at the moment as to what the service 
charges would be. 

Our associate has acquired a copy of the file history for each of the applications and is 
foHA/arding same to us by mail. I will report further to you once that material has come to hand. 
At that time I may be able to provide more complete comments on the state of affairs in these 
cases. 

Regards 

Wayne 

H. Wayne Rock 

MacRae & Co. 

P.O. Box 806, Station B 

Ottawa ON 

Canada K1P5T4 

Tel: 613-234-3559 

Fax:613-234-3563 

******************************************************************* 

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are 
not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to 
the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail 
and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this information by a person other than the 
intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 
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From: Wayne Rock [mailto:wrock@macrae.ca] 
Sent: Friday, July 06, 2007 3:02 PM 
To: David Drummond 

Subject: Your earlier US patent applications 
Dear David: 

This is further to our discussion of yesterday and will summarize the infomriation that I have 
gleaned from the copies of your 4 previous US patent applications forwarded to us by our US 
associate. You will recall that we are dealing with two US provisional patent applications and two 
regular patent applications. The situations are as follows: 

A) US Provisional 60/426879: (Pressure Operable Liquid Pumpina System) 

The application was submitted with your later of November 12, 2002 and obtained a filing 
date of November 18, 2002. The provisional application would have expired at the end of 12 
months from the filing date, as with all provisional applications. 

B) US Provisional 60/509331: (Flow-Throuqh Stopper for Liouid Containers) 

The application was submitted with your leter of October 6, 2003 and obtained a filing date 
of October 10, 2003. On December 12, 2003 the USPTO wrote to you at the Oakville address 
foHA^arding a "Notice to File Missing Parts", indicating that the filing fee of $80.00 US did not 
accompany the original filng letter. The Notice also asked for a surcharge of $25.00. There was 
no further correspondence. Apparently the requested funds were not provided. 

0) Regular US Application 10/388365: Pressure Operable Liquid Pumping System) 

The application was submitted with your letter dated December 3, 2002 but apparently it was 
mailed only in March, since the filing date is the date of receipt - March 14, 2003. On May 12, 

2003 the USPTO wrote to you at the Oakville address fon/varding a "Notice to File Missing Parts", 
indicating that the filing fee of $375.00 US did not accompany the original filng letter. The Notice 
also asked for a surcharge of $65.00 and a claims surcharge of $9.00. The Notice also asked for 
better quality drawings. The Notice set a 2-month deadline, but apparently there was no reply. 
On February 2, 2004 the USPTO mailed a Notice of Abandonment to you at the Oakville 
address. The file shows a copy of your voluntary submission dated July 27, 2005 providing new 
drawings and a copy of your memo of May 29, 2006 enquiring into the status of the application. 
There was no further correspondence. 

D) Regular US Application 10/617267: Positive Pressure Liquid Transfer and 
Removal Svstem configured for Operation bv a Hand and bv a Foot) 

The application was submitted with your letter dated July 2, 2003 and received a filing date 
of July 1 1 , 2003. On October 8, 2003 the USPTO wrote to you at the Oakville address fonA/arding 
a "Notice to File Missing Parts", indicating that the filing fee of $385.00 US did not accompany the 
original filng letter. The Notice also asked for a surcharge of $65.00 and a claims surcharge of 
$135.00. The Notice set a 2-month deadline, but apparently there was no reply. On October 20, 

2004 the USPTO mailed a Notice of Abandonment to you at the Oakville address. The file shows 
a copy of your voluntary submission dated July 27, 2005 providing new drawings and a copy of 
your memo of May 29, 2006 enquiring into the status of the application. There was no further 
correspondence. 

The two regular applications are abandoned through failure to respond to the respective 
Notices to File Missing Parts, i.e. through failure to pay the filing fees, including the claims 
surcharges, as well as the late-payment surcharges. The abandonment situations could have 
been avoided if the fees had been paid. There was a suggestion in your original submission 
letters that the fees were included therewith, however each copy of the submission letter carries a 
stamp to the effect that the PTO did not receive the funds. 



EVIDENCE APPENDIX FOR PETITION TO REVIVE 10/617,267 Page 88 



In the United States there Is a provision for revival of a patent application that became 
unintentionally abandoned. It would be necessary to petition promptly for revival, to provide a 
summary of the chronological events that resulted in the abandonment as well as the steps taken 
once the abanonment was discovered, to pay the fees that were not paid, and to pay a petition 
fee of $750 US. If we are to attempt to revive the last application I believe that you will be looking 
at official fees of at least $1335 US, along with charges to be levied by our US associate and 
ourselves. As I indicated during our conversation I can see costs in the area of $3000 (or more) 
to revive the application. 

I understand that you are interested in reviving this case and that you will be searching your 
computer records for copies of email correspondence with Brad Little. That correspondence will 
likely be necessary to support a petition to revive, as evidence that you did not Intend to abandon 
the application. 

I trust that this summary will be useful to you. I will be fonA/arding the copy of applications A, B 
and C as received from our associate with a copy of this message, as well as with our invoice 
covering services to date. I will retain the copy of D until the revival question has been resolved. 

If you have any questions please let me know. 

Regards 

Wayne 

H, Wayne Rock 

MacRae & Co. 

P.O. Box 806, Station B 

Ottawa ON 

Canada K1P5T4 

Tel: 613-234-3559 

Fax:613-234-3563 

****************************************************************** 

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are 
not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to 
the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail 
and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this information by a person other than the 
intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 
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From: Wayne Rock [mailto:wrock@macrae.ca] 

Sent: Friday, July 27, 2007 2:25 PM 

To: David Drummond 

Subject: Re: 2007_06_01„12_26^35.pdf 

Dave: 

Just to let you know that your courier package arrived about 45 minutes ago. I have only 
briefly looked at the material (thanks for the cheque). I am off for a week's vacation, back on 
August 7. If possible I may take your stuff with me to see if I can come up with something as 1 
languish by the lake. 

Regards 

Wayne 

H. Wayne Rock 

MacRae & Co. 

P.O. Box 806, Station B 

Ottawa ON 

Canada K1P5T4 

Tel: 613-234-3559 

Fax:613-234-3563 

**************** *************************************************** 

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are 
not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to 
the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail 
and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this information by a person other than the 
intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 



— Original Message — 

To: Wavne Rock 
Co: nicole qoudbout 

Sent: Wednesday, July 25, 2007 2:24 PM 
Subject: 2007_06_01_12_26_35.pdf 

Wayne; 



I hae sent you today by courier a few things that we were talking about and also as part of 
this e-mail moneys I personally spent to Brad Little for services charged and does not seem have 
been delivered ? 



I will attempt to make up a letter listing the reasons that I left the U 8 Application lapse and the 
Chris Hardy thing at the end of August is going to be difficult, Brad notes in his email I have sent 
to you a brief reason of defence ? 



Dave 
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From: Wayne Rock [mailto:wrock@macrae.ca] 
Sent: Friday, September 14, 2007 4:04 PM 
To: David Drummond 

Subject: Re: Discovery and US and Canadian Patent applications P 
David: 

I have not forgotten about you and this situation. In fact, every time I go through my emails 
and see your name I feel guilty that I have not had a chance to address the issues as they stand. 
I promise to provide my analysis as soon as possible. 

I am still concerned that it will be very expensive to try to resurrect the US Flow and Go 
application and that even if successful we will thereafter have a fair bit of difflculty in persuading a 
US examiner that the invention is patentable, given our problems in the Canadian case. That 
said, I will work on the analysis and get back to you shortly. 

Regards 

Wayne 

H. Wayne Rock 
MacRae & Co, 
P.O. Box 806. Station B 
Ottawa ON 
Canada K1P5T4 
Tel: 613-234-3559 
Fax: 613-234-3563 

******************************************************************* 

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are 
not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to 
the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by retum e-mail, delete this e-mail 
and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this information by a person other than the 
intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 



-— Original Message 
Fromii^ David Drummond 
to: Wavne Rock 
Sent: Friday, September 14, 2007 2:57 PM 
Subject: Discovery and US and Canadian Patent applications P 



Wayne; 

Are you free to check for the Applications? Ron Chisholm is a Lawyer and the third party 
with Flow and Go and the party who used my handle drawing. Could they have got it from the 
patent Office after I filed it back in 2003 instead of from the Discovery in March ,2003 ? Can you 
prepare to write up a defense to go to the US Patent Office to try and reinstate my Patent 
Application ? 



Let me know when you have a moment 
Dave 
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From: Wayne Rock [nnailto:wrock@macrae.ca] 
Sent: Monday, October 01, 2007 10:27 AM 
To: David Dmrnmond 

Subject: US Patent Application No. 10/617267 
Dear Dave: 

I am replying to your various email messages concerning the US patent application for the foot- 
operated fluid transfer system. I apologize for the delay in getting back to you. 

In order to revive the US application, currently in a state of abandonment for a failure to reply to 
the Notice to File Missing Parts dated October 8, 2003 we will have to establish that the 
abandonment was unintentional and that steps have been taken to meet the requirements of the 
Notice. To that end I have drafted an affidavit in support of your request to revive the application 
and that draft is attached hereto for your review. I have attempted to follow the events as they 
occurred but I am unsure as to whether I have captured everything - 1 suspect there may be some 
gaps or incorrect statements and I would need your input and critical review to make sure that it 
properly reflects the events. 

I believe that we should include some additional material describing how you came to enlist 
Brad Little's services, including why you chose to work with him rather than a registered patent 
agent. I also believe that we should more fully describe the mechanism by which 
correspondence was to be sent to the respective Canadian and US patent offices, to make it 
clear as to where these offices were intended to send their correspondence. I believe that we 
should also include some statements as to the number of, and dates of, your enquiries to Brad 
Little as to the status of your applications. I do not find much relating to such enquiries in the 
material that we have. 

You should bear in mind that an attempt to revive the US application will not be inexpensive. 
There is the petition fee of $750 US, the fee of our US associate to review the submission and to 
make it on your behalf, and our charges for reviewing the material, preparing this affidavit, etc. I 
would not be surprised if the cost were to be in the area of $4000 to $6000 (only a ballpark 
estimate). If successful, we would then have to eventually deal with whatever objections a US 
examiner might come up with. I would not be surprised if the US examiner were to take a 
position similar to that of the Canadian examiner, meaning that we would have to restrict our 
claims and argue strenuously in favor of patentability. Fortunately, we can extract much of that 
material from the Canadian case to address whatever objections the US examiner might impose. 
I can see costs in the area of $1000 to $2000 to address issues raised by a US examiner and, if 
we are successful, further costs in the area of $1500 or so to achieve issuance of a US patent 
(paying the issue and printing fees, etc). The question, which only you can answer, is whether 
these costs are worth it in the long run. 

Please review my draft affidavit and let me know your thoughts on the contents thereof. For 
your information, I am away from the office all of next week. 

Regards 

Wayne 

H. Wayne Rock 
MacRae & Co. 
P.O. Box 806. Station B 
Ottawa ON 
Canada K1P5T4 
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Tel: 613-234-3559 
Fax:613-234-3563 

******************************************************************* 

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged Infomnation. If you are 
not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to 
the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail 
and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this infonmation by a person other than the 
intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 
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Bill Blake 



From: 

To: 

Sent: 

Attach: 

Subject: 



"Wayne Rock" <wrock@macrae.ca> 

"Bill Blake" <wablake@jonestullarcooper.com> 

Thursday, November 22. 2007 3:29 PM 

491-0-afndavit.pdf 

David Drummond and US Patent Application 11/617.267 (abandoned) 



Dear Bill: 



You may recall that a few months ago you had obtained for David Drummond copies of the USPTO files for 2 
provisional and 2 utility patent applications that had become abandoned several years ago. We are looking into 
the possibiltiy of attempting to revive one of the utiltiy patents on the grounds of unintentional abandonment. To 
that end I have drafted an affidavit in support of Mr. Drummond*s petition to revive and I am attaching a copy 
thereof to this message with a request that you have a look at it and let us know whether you think it will "fly" and 
help obtain revival. One of my concerns is whether we should have additional exhibits beyond the one that I 
mention in paragraph 35. If you have any suggestions or "tricks of the trade" that could improve Mr. Drummond's 
chances we would like to receive those from you. 

Needless to say, the final version will fully identify the application and will be sworn before a Notary Public in 
Nova Scotia (should it be legalized at, for example, a US consulate?). At the moment I am most concerned with 
the nature of the content and its presentation. 

I look foHA^ard to hearing from you - 1 trust that you had a great Thanksgiving holiday and are full of turkey and 
football! 

Regards 

Wayne 

H. Wayne Rock 

MacRae & Co. 

P.O. Box 806, Station B 

Ottawa ON 

Canada K1P5T4 

Tel: 613-234-3559 

Fax:613-234-3563 



This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are not the intended 
recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, please notify 
the sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of 
this information by a person other than the intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 
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Email sent January 16, 2008 

Dear Wayne, Kevin and David, 

Sorry for the delay in responding- we have been exceedingly busy with hard 
deadline cases over the holidays. 

Such interferences obviously do not constitute any kind of intentional delay in 
David's case. For the record though, I needed to check into the rules further to 
verify what fees need to be paid. My conclusion is that the filing fees as of right 
now are the ones that we pay. 

I also needed to draft a power of attorney to make sure no more 
correspondence goes to the previous correspondence address, which I 
understand belongs to an acquaintance of David's who is not a registered agent 
or attorney. 

The original petition that David executed last month also had some minor 
errors which I have corrected. 

Attached are two PDF files. One is the Power of Attorney which gives our firm 
(identified by Customer No. 23294) power to act on the application and directs all 
correspondence to us as well. The other is the revised petition. 

The attached Word file is the Reply I will file with the other papers. 

David- please sign and date both PDF forms in the spaces provided (do not 
sign the certificate of mailing section at the bottom of page 2 of the petition). 
Then scan and email them back to me for submission with the Reply, which I 
have already electronically signed. 

On the issue of interference, yes one could occur if the claimed inventions are 
arguably the same. However, I have not had a chance to look in to that in detail 
at this point. I can do so if you like, but we need to get by the petition stumbling 
block first. 

Regards, 

Bill Blake 

Jones, Tullar & Cooper, PC 

2001 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1002 

Arlington, VA 22202 

703-415-1500 

703-415-1508 (fax) 

703-413-2545 (direct) 

email: wablakeOjionestullarcooper.com 
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The information in this transmission may be privileged and/or confidential. 
If you are not the intended recipient any dissemination, copying or use of 
the information is prohibited. If you have received the transmission in 
error please notify us immediately by telephone, fax or return e-mail. 
— Original Message 

From: Wavne Rock ^ „ „ :^ - - - 

To: Bill Blake 

Cc: David Dmrnmond 

Sent: Friday, December 28, 2007 2:33 PM 

Subject: David Drummond and Revival 

Hello Bill: 

Just curious as to how things are going with the revival submission respecting Dave 
Drummond's US patent application 10/617,267. 

Related to that question is one pertaining to US applications filed by a direct competitor, also 
from the same area of Nova Scotia as Dave Drummond. In fact, there is perhaps some concern 
as to some "skullduggery" in that there is a possibitlity that the other people may have spirited off 
with some of Dave's designs. These competitors (Sceptre Corporation) have filed several US 
patent applications and have achieved at least a couple of US patents, in particular Nos. 6412528 
and 7219693. We have some concern as well respecting pending applications nos. 10/549,786; 
10/851 ,669 and 10/851 ,668. The first application is of more concern than the others given the 
appearance of the nozzle shown in the drawings and the resemblance to Dave's nozzle. Could 
we be looking at an interference situation assuming that Dave's application is revived 
successfully? Dave has, for example, priority dates earlier than the PCT filing date of the US 
application. 

We look forward to hearing from you at your convenience. Note that after next Monday Kevin 
O'Brien will be overseeing Dave's cases. 

Happy New Yearlll 

Regards 

Wayne 

H. Wayne Rock 
MacRae & Co. 
P.O. Box 806, Station B 
Ottawa ON 
Canada K1P5T4 
Tel: 613-234-3559 
Fax:613-234-3563 

******************************************************************* 

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are 
not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to 
the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail 
and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this infonmation by a person other than the 
intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal. 
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Bill Blake 



From: "Dave D" <davidd@fundygrinding.com> 

To: "'Bill Blake'" <wablake@jonestullarcooper.com> 

Sent: Thursday, March 13. 2008 10:00 AM 

Subject: RE: Any notification or response to reinstatement 

Bill; 



Yes we will follow through and I will help to fill in the gaps, and I will personally appreciate everything you 
can do to get us back on track. 

I am going to forward separately a copy of a notice letter that my Lawyer has sent to Brad Little my patent 
consultant. 

todays e-mail very tuff news and the hard work getting my Canadian Patent is really useless without the support 
of the American Patent. 

Thank you for the work so far. 



Please follow up with the examiner. 

Regards 

Dave Drummond 



From: Bill Blake [mailto:wablake@jonestullarcooper.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2008 12:02 AM 
To: Kevin O'Brien; Dave D 

Subject: Re: Any notification or response to reinstatement 
Dave, 

Yes, the decision (attached) came in several days ago, but I had not had a chance to review 
it until now. 

As we suspected would happen, the petition has been dismissed. The petition does set 
forth the details of what you must show in a declaration and other evidence to establish 
why the extensive delay has occurred. 

The petition actually invites us to contact the petitions examiner, who I am sure will help 
guide us on how to respond. The big problem is the 4 year time period since abandonment. 
Note, the decision stresses that the entire delay must be shown to be unintentional, so you 
have to be very specific about your "intent" during the entire time, including after you 
discovered that application was in fact abandoned. For example, we need to specify the date 
when you became aware that the application was indeed abandoned (sometime last summer I 



5/31/2008 



Page 2 of 2 



EVIDENCE APPENDIX FOR PETITION TO REVIVE 10/617,267 Page 97 

believe). It was November when I received an email from Wayne stating you wanted to 
proceed with revival. As busy as we all are, that is not excessive delay in and of itself, but we 
have to do our best to explain each gap in action between November 2003 and Jan 16, 2008, 
the filing date of the petition. 

Your proposed affidavit that Wayne sent me last November is a good start but needs more 
detail regarding the time line of everything. 

Before we go further, I note that this response could get costly, e.g. $5000 or more. Also, 
any delay beyond one year is considered questionable so there is a strong likelihood we will 
not prevail. 

Assuming you want to proceed further, I think the first thing I should do is contact the 
petition's examiner and run the summary of what happened here by him. His comments 
should give us a good idea as to whether this is worth proceeding with further and if so, what 
type of detailed info we need to provide. 

Please review and comment. Note, we have two months to respond, which can be 
extended of needed. 

Regards, 

Bill 

— Original Message 

From: Dave D 
To: 'Bill Blake' 

Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2008 10:40 AM 

Subject: FW: Any notification or response to reinstatement 



Bill; 

Have you received an acl<nowledgement letter from the Patent Office concerning our reinstatement request ? 
Respond when you have a chance. 
Regards 

Dave Drummond 
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April 8. 2008 
Bill and Kevin; 



This does not help my cause now we are trying to find out if Brad had any legal issues 
against due to his sen/ices offered ? 



Regards 

Dave Drummond 



From: Bruce Matthews [mailto:bmatthews@peo.on.ca] 
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2008 7:21 PM 
To: Dave D 
Cc: William Hui 

Subject: RE: William Hui suggested to send documents to you 
Dear Mr. Drummond. 

J. Bradley Little used to be a licensed professional engineer, but his licence lapsed for non- 
payment of fees in May 1999. Since the conduct in question post-dates the lapsing of his licence, 
PEO has no authority or jurisdiction to get involved in the circumstances you have described. 
You would not be able to file a complaint against Mr. Little, Mr. Little's patent consulting services 
do not appear to constitute the practice of professional engineering. In the documents you 
provided, Mr. Little does not refer to himself as a professional engineer. 

It would appear that you would have to seek remedies through the civil courts. You may wish to 
consult a lawyer regarding a potential lawsuit. 



Regards, 

Bruce G. Matthews. P.Eng. 
Manager, Complaints & Discipline 
Regulatory Compliance 
Professional Engineers Ontario 
25 Sheppard Avenue West, Suite 1000 
Toronto, ON M2N 689 

T. (416) 840-1076 (direct line) or (800) 339-3716 exL 1076 
F. (416) 224-9974 or (800) 268-0496 
Email: bmatthews@peo.on.ca 
www.peo.on.ca 



From: Dave D [mailto:davidd@fundygrinding.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 04, 2008 3:54 PM 
To: Bruce Matthews 
Cc: Gordon Drummond 

Subject: William Hui suggested to send documents to you 
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Dear Mr. Matthews; 



I am trying to find out if Mr. Bradley Little is a Professional Engineer in good standing. I paid 
Mr. Little a lot of money to do my Patent work 

and to my surprise and total disappointment found out by another Patent Agent that my Patent 
Applications were abandoned back in 2003 due 

to Mr.Llttle did not fonvard the filing fees amounting to a very small amount of money. Mr Little 
invoiced me for this service and I paid him the 

money by cheque for the fees as well as his service fees listed separately. Mr. Bradley Little did 
two wrongs, one he kept the filing fees money 

and he cost me $14,000 for his services plus the possibility that I can no longer be reinstated and 
loose out on obtaining a U S Patent on my 

Invention. I went to another Patent Agent in early 2007 after I feel that I was not hearing back 
about my U S Applications. Mr. Little kept me in the 

Dark because he had his address down for me and received all the applicable correspondence 
from the U S Patent Office, 



If you could do a background search to see if the P Engineer is valid ? 



Thanking you in advance 
Regards 

David Drummond 



NOTE: This message, including any attachments, is privileged and may contain 
confidential information intended only for the person(s) named above. Any other 
distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended 
recipient or have received this message in error, please notify me immediately by reply 
email and permanently delete the original transmission from me, including any 
attachments, without making a copy. 
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Bill Blake 



From: "Dave D" <davidd@fundygrinding.com> 

To: "'Bill Blake"' <wablake2@verizon.net> 

Cc: "Gordon Drummond" <grampygordon@hotmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2008 10:27 AM 

Subject: a Smoking Gun 

Bill; 

April 15.2008 



I came across two files which show Bradley Little working with Yvon Crispin on my drawings in 2005 / 06 
and / 07 as if there was nothing had happened, 

Yes i am starting to think Bradley Little did not knew the U S Patent Procedure and / or he was paid off and was 
playing the part ? I am not sure how much 

you want by e-mail we will be sending you copies in the Booklet this week. This is very interesting and came 
across this info while trying to make every moment 

count and turned over every stone in my possession. 



Regards 



Dave Drummond 



6/1/2008 
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Original Message 

From: Nicole Godbout [mailto:NGodbout@boyneclarke.ns.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2008 9:27 AM 
To: Dave D 

Subject: RE: Letter to Bradley Little 
Hello Dave 

Yes, the letter via Registered Mail was returned to me and I have the 
original. I did not send via courier, 1 will send the original out to 
you. 

I should have information on Brad Little from the skip trace shortly. 

Nicole E. Godbout 

Boyne Clarke 

P.O. Box 876, Dartmouth Main 

HaHfax,NS B2Y 3Z5 

Tel: 902-469-9500 

Fax: 902-463-7500 

Email: ngodbout(aibovneclarke.ns.ca 

http://www.bovneclarke.ca 



This e-mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is 
addressed. It may contain confidential and/or privileged information. 
Any 

review, dissemination, copying, printing or other use of this e-mail 
by 

persons or entities other than the addressee is prohibited. If you 

have 

received this e-mail in error, please contact the sender immediately 
and 

delete the material from all computers and servers. 



»> Dave D < davidd@fundvgrinding.com> 5/12/2008 1: 18 PM »> 
Nicole; 



The US Patent Attomey Bill Blake would like the original copy of 

the 

letter you sent to Bradley Little for the purpose, to go in his claim 
text 

he made up to present to the United States Patent Office. 
He also would like confirmation from you that the Registered mail 
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and 

other Courier letter were returned to you. If you could send both today 
I 

will forward both to him. 

Have you proceeded in finding about the background of Brad Little 
and 

finally Do I contact my Accountant to get the last two years Income Tax 

Returns for Pump and Fill 2006 and 2007 where by the previous 2003 / 
2004/ 

2005 I have and I am listed as a 50% partner. 
Regards 

Dave drummond 



Original Message 

From: Nicole Godbout [mailto:NGodbout@boyneclarke.ns.ca] 
Sent: Friday, February 08, 2008 3:09 PM 
To: davidd@fundygrinding.com 
Subject: draft 

Dave, 

Please see attached draft letter to Brad Little for your review. 

Also, repsecting investigating him in the Ontario courts, I am 
proceeding with this. 



Nicole E. Godbout 
Boyne Clarke 

P.O. Box 876, Dartmouth Main 

Halifax, NS B2Y 3Z5 

Tel: 902-469-9500 

Fax: 902-463-7500 

Email: ngodbout@bovneclarke.ns.ca 
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http://www.bovneclarkexa 

This e-mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is 
addressed. It may contain confidential and/or privileged information. 

Any 

review, dissemination, copying, printing or other use of this e-mail 
by 

persons or entities other than the addressee is prohibited. If you 
have 

received this e-mail in error, please contact the sender immediately 
and 

delete the material from all computers and servers. 
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Original Message 

From: Heather Nause [mailto:HNause@boyneclarke.ns.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2008 3:14 PM 
To: davidcKSjfundygrinding.com 
Subject: Drummond, David (86840) 

David, 

I am writing to confirm that our February 27, 2008 letter addressed and 
forwarded via registered mail to Bradley Little was returned unopened 
and marked ""RTS". Attached is a copy of the returned envelope. 

Regards, 

Heather M. Nause 

Legal Assistant to both 

Nicole E. Godbout & Brian P. Casey 

Boyne Clarke 

Barristers & Solicitors 

33 Aldemey Drive, Suite 700 

P.O. Box 876 

Dartmouth, NS B2Y3Z5 

Tel: 902-469-9500 ext. 117 
Fax: 902-463-7500 

Email: hnause@bovneclarke.ns.ca 
http://www.bovneclarke.ns.ca 

This communication is intended solely for the person or entity to which 
it is 

addressed. It may contain confidential and/or privileged information. 
Any 

review, dissemination, copying, printing or other use of this 
communication by 

persons or entities other than the addressee is prohibited. If you 

have 

received this communication in error, please contact the sender 
immediately and 

delete the material from all computers and servers 
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February 27, 2008 

J. Bradley Little, B.A.Sc., P.Eng. 

33-2280 Munn's Avenue 
Oakville,ON L6H3L1 

Dear Mr. Little: 

Re: David Drummond 

We are solicitors for David Drummond. 

You were retained in 2002 by Mr. Drummond for Ihe purposes of assisting with the 
several patent applications on his behalf. In particular, you were retained by Mr. 
Drummond to file, on his behalf, the following: 

1. US Provisional 60/509331: (Flow-Through Stopper for Liquid 
Containers); 

2. Regular US Application 10/388365: Pressure Operable Liquid Pumping 
System; and 

3. Regular US Application 10/617267: Positive Pressure Liquid Transfer 
and Removal System configured for Operation by a Hand and by a Foot. 



US Provisional 60/509331 

The application was submitted on October 6, 2003, and a filing date of October 10, 
2003 was obtained. On December 12, 2003, the USPTO Wrote to your address 
forwarding a "Notice to File Missing Farts" indicating that the filing fee of $80.00US 
did not accompany the original filing letter. The Notice also asked for a surcharge of 
$25.00. The requested funds wiere apparently not provided. 



Regular US AppUcation 10/388365 

The application was submitted by letter dated December 3, 2002, but was only mailed 
in March. The filing date is marked March 14, 2003. On May 12, 2003, the USPTO 
wrote to your address forwarding a "Notice to File Missmg Parts" indicating that the 
filing fee of $375.00US did not accompany the original filing letter. The Notice also 
asked for a surcharge of $65.00 and a claims surcharge of $9.00. The Notice also 




File REFERENCE: 

Delivery \^ 



86840 

Registered Mail 



Nicole E. Godbout 

Direct Dial: (902)460-3465 

Facsimile: (902) 463-7500 

E-mail: i^dbout@boyneclaike.iis.ca 
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Boyne /Clarke 



Barristers & Solicitors 



asked for better quality drawings. The notice set a two-month deadline but apparently 
there was no reply. On February 2, 2004 the USPTO mailed a ^'Notice of 
Abandonment" to you. There was no further correspondence. 

Regular US Application 10/617267 

The application was submitted by letter dated July 2, 2003 and received a filing date 
of July 1 1, 2003. On October 8, 2003, the USPTO wrote to your address forwarding 
a '^Notice to File Missing Parts" indicating that the filing fee of $385.00US did not 
accompany the original filing letter. The Notice also asked for a surcharge of $65.00 
and . a claims surcharge of $135.00. The Notice set a two-month deadline, but 
apparently there was no reply. On October 20, 2004, the USPTO mailed a notice of 
abandonment to your address. There was no further correspondence. 

Mr. Drummond provided you with cheques for the required filing fees. In fact, the 
correspondence submitted with the applications suggest that the filing fees are 
enclosed. It appears the filing fees were never received by USPTO and the 
applications were abandoned as noted above. As you are aware, Mr. Drummond 
inquired of you several times as to the status of his applications and you had 
responded that these applications take a long time but never advised him that, in fact, 
they had been abandoned and that you did not forward the fees that Mr. Drummond 
provided to you for the filing of those applications. 

Please be advised that we require an accounting of the fees you received on behalf of 
Mr, Drummond and your response as to why these applications were not pursued on 
his behalf as you were instructed to do. 

Mr. Drummond reserves the right to hold you responsible for any and all losses that 
he has suffered or may suffer as a result of your failure to act in accordance with your 
retainer. 

We look forward to your early reply. 
Yours very truly, 
BOYNE CLARKE 




Nicole E. Godbout 

NEG/hmn 

cc: Client 
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ABSTRACT 



A method of pumping liquid from a container to a destination comprises the steps of connecting a foot 
operable air pump means in sealed air-delivery relation to the container; connecting a liquid delivery 
hose means in sealed liquid receiving-relation to the container at the aperture such that the inlet end 
of the liquid delivery hose means is submerged in liquid in the container, the liquid delivery hose 
means having a hand operable valve means for controlling the flow of the liquid through the liquid 
delivery hose means; and operating the foot operable air pump means by a foot, so as to pump air 
into the container, and operating the hand operable valve means by a hand, so as to cause the liquid 



http://patents.ic.gc.ca/cipo/cpd/en/patent/2433952/suinmary.html 
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to flow from the container, through the liquid delivery hose means, and to the destination. A related 
system, fitting, and adapter are also disclosed. 
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